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The Coronation Holiday. 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1836. 


FUNDS es uP one £7,500,000 
INCOME as 21,024,000 
NEW BUSINESS i910 £3,315,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE £27,713,000 


is peculiar to this Society and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


WHOLE LIFE.—WITHOUT PROFITs, 
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The Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. 

As ouR readers will see from the circular printed elsewhere, 
the Provincial Meeting of the Law Society 1s to be held at 
Nettingham on the 26th and 27th of September next. There 
will certainly be no lack of subjects for discussion at the business 
meetings, and the entertainments are to include a theatrical per 
formance, a banquet, a garden party at the Castle, and two 
interesting excursions, 


THE CORONATION holiday on the present occasion extends 


| over three days, the time originally fixed for the last Coronation ; 


| of Ford, 


hut, unhappily, the postponement of the ceremony deprived that 
holiday of any significaree. All that it could ce lebrate was that 
there was no Coronation and that the King was serioysly ill; 
nevertheless, the courts were kept closed. When the Coronation 
came off, only one day’s holiday, on the 9th of August, 1902, was 


allowed. 


|The Vacancies on the Council of the Law Society. 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance | 


For THE four vacancies on the Council of the Law Society 
caused by the lamented retirement of Mr. RAWLE and two other 
' members, and the death of Mr. PENNINGTON, five candidates have 
been nominated, one of them being Mr. HENRY Forp, of the firm 
Harris & Ford, of Exeter, and the London candidates 
being Mr. W. B. L. BARRINGTON and three gentlemen with the 
time- -honoured names in the profession of Mr. ALFRED DAVEN- 
port, Mr. J. R. B. Grecory, and Mr. P. H. MARTINEAU. 


The Legal Honours. 
THE LENGTHY list of Coronation honours contains a very 
anty proportion falling to the legal profession. The Lerd 

C Ch: ince Mor is raised to the dignity of an earl—a promotion which, 

we believe, will be received with gratification by lawyers in 

general, having in mind the attacks which have been recently 

made upon him. The Attorney-General, Mr. F. E. Smitu, K.C., 

and Sir F. PoLLock are made P rivy Councillors, but there is not 

a single distinction for any me smber of the bench other than the 

Lord Chancellor, although a Scottish Lord of Session is made 

a Privy Councillor. Surely the services of some of the judges 

might have been recognized. Among the Knights galore in the 
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list are the names of Mr. W. R. D. Apxins, K.C.; Mr. JAMES 
BELL, solicitor, Town Clerk of the City of London; Mr. ARTHUR 
NorMAN HI, solicitor, of the firm of Hill, Dickinson, & Co., 
of Liverpool, of which Sir J, E. Gray HILvis the senior partner ; 
and last, not least, Mr. Henry JAMES JOHNSON, the President 
of the Law Society. 


Honours to Legal Officials. 

THE HONOURS conferred on officials ars comparatively 
numerous, and include a knighthood to Mr. James R. MELLOR, 
the Senior Master of the Crown Office ; K.C.B. to Mr. Jonn 
Pacet MELLoR, the Treasury Solicitor, Sir CHartes W. 
MATHEWS, Director of Public Prosecutions, Sir FRANCIS C. 
Gore, late Solicitor to Inland Revenue, Sir Ropert HuNTER, 
Solicitor to the General Post Office; C.B. to Mr. CHARLEs A. 
Cook, Chief Charity Commissioner, and Mr. A. H. Dennis, 
Assistant Treasury Solicitor. 

The New Draft Rules of the Supreme Court. 

AN EXPERIENCED correspondent, whose letter we print else 
where, confirms the view expressed in this column last week as 
to the stringent character of Draft Rule 14). From his experi- 
ence as a solicitor, our correspondent states that the delay in 
passing and entering orders very frequently arises from the fact 
that registrars are themselves too busy to peruse the draft 
when requested to do so, and are unable to grant an appoint- 
ment for that purpose at any early date at which the solicitor 
or his clerk is able to attend. This he believes to have been 
the explanation of the delay in the case discussed by us last 
week : fir Hartley, Bartley v. Thomas (ante, p. 56). While our 
own information is not sufficient to enable us to apportion justly 
the causes of delay as between registrar and solicitor, we 
certainly feel the force of our correspondent’s contention. The 
rule in its present form seems calculated to make the solicitor the 
scapegoat for delays which ure due to the congestion of business 
in the courts, or to its inadequate organisation, as well as 
for such faults as may justly be attributed to him. 


Layman as Clerk of the Peace, 

WE REGRET to find that the Flintshire Standing Joint Com- 
mittee, disregarding the protest of the Flintshire and Cheshire 
Law Society, has appointed to the vacant posts of Clerk to the 
County Council and Clerk of the Peace a gentleman who is 
neither a barrister nor a solicitor. The gentleman in question, 
Mr. TILBY, is stated to have been for many years, first a teacher, 
then a political and educational organiser, and finally a member 
of the Flintshire County Council, which latter office he resigned 
on the day of his appointment, and shortly before the appoint 
ment was in fact made. We do not doubt Mr. Tixey’s ability 
and personal claims to the very important county office he has now 
attained ; but we see two strong objections to the appointment. In 
the first place he is not a lawyer, and apparently has received no 
regular legal training. Now,the Clerk to the Peace has many duties 
which only a barrister or a solicitor can properly perform. He has 
custody of all the legal records and documents in the county— 
work which requires some knowlege of conveyancing. He is 
oe preys for the drafting of indictments at quarter sessions, 
and acts there as legal associate and adviser of the court. He is 
the proper legal adviser of the Lord Lieutenant in his 
duties as Custos Rotulorum. These various duties require 
not merely a knowledge of legal technicalities, but also a 
practical understanding of solicitors’ costs and barristers’ fees— 
a matter which to the laymanisa mystery. Again, as clerk to the 
county council he must advise his council on law, take the 
opinion of counsel in difficult cases, approve innumerable con- 
veyances and agreements even when he does not himself draft 
them, and conduct legal proceedings under the authority of the 
council, We fail to see how these duties can be efficiently dis- 
charged by any gentleman, however great his talent and 
knowledge, who has not received the ordinary legal training. 
In the public interest, and in no narrow spirit of professional 
monopoly, we think that such an appointment is unadvisable. 
But there is another objection, in our opinion equally strong, to 
Mr. TiLby’s appointment. It infringes the terms of the Local 
Government Circular, issued last month, which advises local 





authorities not to appoint to paid offices in their git any person 
who, within the twelve preceding months, has been a member 
of the council. This circular is, of course, merely bortatory, not 
imperative ; but it has been dictated by the practical necessity 
which recent events have disclosed of preventing a mere colour- 
able evasion of a legal disqualification. At present, under the 
Local Government Act, 1888, a councillor is, during his term of 
office, legally disqualified from accepting such an appointment. 
But this disqualification ean easily be evaded by resigning his 
membership just before appointment ; and it is this mischief at 
which the circular is aimed. 


Pleading the Statute of Limitations. 

“WHERE IN any action,” so runs ord. 10, r 18 of the 
County Court Rules, “the defendant relies on any statutory 
defence, or on any defence of which he is required by the 
(County Courts Act, 1888] or any statute to give notice, he shall 
in [the statement of his grounds of defence] (except in the case 
provided for by rule 14 of this order) set forth” the particular 
statute or the particular matter on which he relies, or other- 
wise sufficiently indicate the nature of his defence. Rule 14 
provides that where a defendant intends to rely on the defence 
of any statute of limitations, his statement shall be according 
to the form in the appendix. This form is in general terms: 
“That the c'aim for which the defendant is summoned is 
barred by a statute of limitations.” In the recent case of Greyory 
v. Mayo of Torquay (ante, p. 582), before PicKFrorD, J., the ques- 
tion arose whether the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1895, 
is a statute of limitations within these provisions. If it is not, 
a defendant who wishes to set it up must mention the statute 
specifically in his notice of defence ; if it is, then it is sufficient for 
him to plead “ a statute of limitations ” generally. The defendants 
had acted on the latter view, and it was argued for the plaintiff that 
this was erroneous, and that, since they had not complied with 
ord. 10, r. 18 (1), by pleading the particular statute, they were 
not at liberty to avail themselves of the limitation of six months 
under the Act of 1893. But it is clear that the contention was 
wrong, and so PICKFORD, J., held. A statute of limitations is a 
statute which by one or more of its provisions limits the time 
for bringing an action, and though the Public Authorities Pro- 
tection Act, 1893, is not a statute of general application like the 
Statute of James or the Real Property Limitation Acts, 1433 
and 1874, yet it is none the less a statute imposing a limitation 
on actions in point of time, and, indeed, a limitation of an 
extremely stringent, and, in its effect, often of a very harsh 
character. Hence it was sufficiently pleaded in the present 
action. In the High Court it is usual to plead the particular 
statute of limitations in accordance with the direction given in 
R. S. ©. App. D., Sect. IV., General Defences 11; though other- 
wise it is sufficient to plead “the Statute of Limitations” 
generally : Adams v. Barry (2 Coll., p. 293). The County Court 
Rules are based on the older practice, but it would be convenient 
if they were altered so as to require the defendant to mention 
the statute on which he relies. 


The Imperial Conference on Naturalization. 

THE TWO matters discussed at the Imperial Conference which 
touch the sphere of jurisprudence most obviously are Naturaliza- 
tion and an Imperial Court of Appeal. The whole subject of the 
naturalization of ahens is beset with difficulty. It involves the 
question of lvcal nationality, which again is beset with special 
difficulties of its own. The present Conference is, however, 
likely to lead to tangible results. A draft Bill had been pre- 
pared, and this Bill is now to be re-drafted and submitted to 
the Oversea Ministers before they leave the country. The views 
of Sir Witrrip LAURIER represent an ideal at present 
unattainable. He would like to see adopted the principle that 
there should be uniformity in the effect of naturalization where- 
ever granted, so that a man who was a British subject any- 
where would be recognized as a British subject everywhere. It 
is clear that this principle cannot in practice be adopted, for it 
would place the stricter rules of one jurisdiction at the mercy 
of the looser rules of another. The principles put forward by Mr. 
CHURCHILL, and eventually adopted by formal resolution of the 
Conference, recognize that the existing state of things will have to 
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continue in theory, though a great practical improvement will be 
made. There must be imperial nationality and local nationality. It 
is of course only local nationality that has to do with naturalization 
of aliens as it is now carried out. In every legislative division 
of the Empire naturalization privileges given by statute extend 
no further than the territorial limits of that particular division, 
and this applies to the United Kingdom as well as the Oversea 
Dominions. The improvement suggested by Mr. CHURCHILL is 
that, while local nationality should continue tobe conferred by local 
legislatures, new legislation should be introduced in the Imperial 
Parliament enabling “ world wide” nationality to be conferred 
on persons upon whom local nationality has already been con- 
ferred in some particular part of the Empire. The new statute 
would be made to apply throughout the Empire, subject to its 
adoption by the self-governing dominions, in this respect 
differing from the present Naturalization Act, 1870. It might 
perhaps at first sight appear that this plan tended 
towards the creation of an “Australian,” or “Canadian,” or 
“South African ” nationality, asan attribute or sta/us of all British 
subjects resident in Australia, Canada, or South Africas. In reality 
the plan will not have this tendency. At present ‘“ Canadian” 
nationality is only spoken of as conferred on those who out of 
Canada are not British subjects at all, not on those who are 
British subjects all over the world and merely reside in Canada. 
The possibility of a locally naturalized alien Sane able to attain 
to the s/atus of a British subject a'l over the world will greatly 
reduce the number of merely “local” British subjects. And 
further, the existence of a statutory Imperial citizenship will 
tend tocheck the movement towards disintegrating the British 
citizenship even of the natural born subject into special kinds 
of citizenship according to the place of residence. For references 
to “ Canadian subjects” of the King, and “ Australian ” subjects: 
see Union Colliery Co. v. Bryden (1899, A. C. 580) ; Attorney-General 
vy. Ah Sheewng (4 Commonwealth (of Australia) L. R. 949). 


An Imperial Court of Appeal. 

THE DISCUSSION on the question of an Imperial Court of 
Appeal has not resulted quite so definitely as that on naturaliza- 
tion. Nothing so concrete as a draft Bill was before the 
Conference. ‘The Australian resolution was to the effect that 
the appellate functions of the Judicial Committee should be 
vested in an Imperial Appeal Court. This was eventually with- 
drawn in favour of a resolution (which was carried) that the 
Home Government’s proposals should be put into definite shape 
and communicated to the Oversea Dominions as soon as possible. 
The Lord Chancellor summed up the result of the discussion 
by giving the following as the agreement reached : ‘That there 
should be for the whole British Empire one final Court of Appeal 
in two divisions, one for the United Kingdom consisting of the 
same persons who were now entitled to sit in the House of Lords, 
and the other for the Overseas Dominions consisting of the 
persons now entitled to sit on the Judicial Committee, with such 
further additions as might be agreed upon, and that it should be 
strengthened by the addition of two English judges.” Thelast word, 


however, came from the Australian Ministers, and it is extremely | 


significant : “They looked forward to one final Court of Appeal 
for the Empire. ‘Tbe two divisions seemed to be a practicable 
arrangement for the time being, but it ought to be understood 
that the proposal was merely for the time being.” The Govern- 
ment’s proposal is that there should be anew Court brought 
into existence under the old forms. It seems a pity that greater 
boldness has not been shewn in grappling with the problem. 
Surely Lord RosEBeERy is right in suggesting that the Law Lords 
should leave the House of Lords, “ reformed or unreformed, for 
ever.” The necessity for disguising the creation of a new Court, 
by continuing to distinguish between membership of the House 
of Lords and membership of the Judicial Committee, is not 
apparent. If the two divisions of the new court are really to be 
divisions of the same court, a considerable change in the pro- 
cedure of one or other will be necessary. The Lord 
Chaneellor seems t> have had the analogy of the Judicature 
Act, 1873, before his mind. But the nominal amalgama- 
tion of the Queen’s Bench and the Court of Chancery 
is not the model which ought now to be followed. Existing 








distinctions between United Kingdom appoals and Oversea 
Dominion appeals ought to be obliterated as far as possible. 
However, if both divisions are technically to be part of one 
court, one great gain will be that decisions of each division will 
be technically, as weil as substantially, binding throughout every 
part of the Empire. One anomaly, at any rate, will be removed 
from the Empire’s legal system. 


Deduction of Income Tax from Interest. 


A SINGULAR attempt was made in Jie Boulter (ante, 
p. 554) to avoid the effect of a bankruptcy notice. Judgment 
had been recovered against the debtor for £3,750 5s. 8d. The 
creditors added £3 5s. 8d. for eight days’ interest at £4 per 
cent. and issued a bankruptcy notice for £3,753 lls. 4d. The 
notice was not complied with; a bankruptcy petition was pre- 
sented and a receiving order was made. On the appeal against 
this order it was contended that income tax ought to have been 
deducted from the interest claimed ; that the claim was, therefore, 
too great and the order was bad. Under the Income Tax Acts, 
a borrower who pays “ yearly interest” is not allowed to deduct 
the interest as an expense in ascertaining his income for 
assessment, but the same result is arrived at by authorizing 
him to deduct the tax on payment of the interest to the creditor 
(Act of 1842, s. 102 ; 1853, s. 40); and for the amount so 
deducted he is not required to account to the Inland Revenue, 
provided the interest is paid out of profits brought into charge : 
Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1888, s. 24 (3). Formerly 
it was held that the phrase “yearly interest” covered any 
interest calculated at a yearly rate, although accruing from day 
to day: Bebb v. Bunney (1 K. & J. 216), Dinning v. Henderson 
(3 De. G. & Sm. 702). But in Goslings and Sharpe v. Blake (2% 
Q. B. D. 324) the construction of the phrase was narrowed, and 
it was held not to apply to interest on “short loans”: ic., 
loans which are fora definite period of less than a year. It is 
still applicable, however, to loans on which annuai interest is 
reserved and which may continue for more thana year, although, 
as in ordinary mortgages, a day is fixed for payment within 
the year. The inconvenience to tax-payers of this distinction 
between interest on ordinary loans and on short loans is to 
some extent mitigated in practice by allowing interest on 
overdrafts at English banks to be deducted as an item of expense 
in arriving at taxable profits. In the present case of Re 
Boulter, the argument that the claim to interest was too great 
was based upon the wider construction of yearly interest, but 
if short loans have been excluded it was hardly to be expected 
that interest on a judgment debt, which ought to be immedi- 
ately paid, would be entitled to the benefit of deduction. 
Moreover, the deduction, if allowed, does not alter the amount 
due, though it affects the mode of payment. Hence, the Court 
of Appeal held that the receiving order was valid. 


Appeals from a Master as Referee. 

THE ORDINARY procedure on appeal from a master is pre- 
scribed by R.S.C. ord. 54, r. 21: ‘ Auy person affected by any 
order or decision of a master may appeal therefrom to a judge at 
chambers.” But this relates to matters which come before the 
master on summons. In other matters there is sometimes doubt 
whether the appeal should be to the judge in chambers or to the 
Divisional Court, but the recent decision in Cox v. Bowen (ante, 
p. 581) shews that in appeals from the finding of a master on an 
interpleader issue, the appeal is to the Divisional Court. It has 
already been held in Blair v. Clark (1908, 2 K. B, 548) that this 
is the proper method of appealing from a dec‘sion of a master on 
an issue directed under a garnishee summons, and apparently it 
may be taken that the same procedure applies generally in cases 
of reference to a master. On a garnishee summons the refereace 
is directed under ord. 45, r. 4. Where the garnishee disputes his 
liability, the court or judge may order that any issue or question 
necessary for detefmining his liability may be tried or determined 
in any manner in which any issue or question in an action may be 
tried or determined, or may refer the matter toa master. No direc- 
tion is given as to the mode of appealing from the master on such a 
reference, but some guidance 1s afforded by the analogous pro- 
vision of ord. 40, r. 6, that where at a trial by a referee he has’ 
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directed judgment to be entered, an appeal against the judgment 
shall be by motion to a Divisional Court, and in blair v. Clark 
(supra) the anology of this rule was adopted In Fraser v. Fraser 
(1905, 1 K. B. 368) a reference of an action to a master had been 
made under ord. 14, r. 7, and here, too, it was held thit the 
decision of the master was subject to appeal to the Divisional 
Court Where the trial of an interpleader issue is referred to a 
master, there are two steps in the procedure, the trial of the issue, 
as to which there is a right of appeal, and the entry of the judg 
ment, as to which there is no appeal, except by leave: ord. 57, 
r. 11; Dawson vy. For (14 Q. B. D. It is an obvious 
convenience that the procedure on an appeal from the finding of 
the master should be the same as on other appeals where he acts 
as referee, and in the present case of Cor v. Howen, the Divisional 
Court (Pickrorp and Lusu, JJ.) have held that in interpleader, 
as in other cases, the appeal is to that tribunal. 


oid) 


Money-lending and “Aleatory Contracts.” 

THE MONEY-LENDERS of this country are tolerably well known, 
owing to the energy with which they distribute their circulars, 
which we either read or tear up witbout reading. Sut English- 
men are probably ignorant of the fact that French money-lenders 
are subject to a law by which they are prohibited, under fine or 
imprisonment, from stipulating for more than a specified rate of 
interest. Attempts are often made to evade this law, and one 
such attempt was recently considered by the Ninth Correctional 
Chamber of the Department of the Seine. Three money-lenders 
inserted a notice in several newspapers to the effect that they 
were willing to lend money on note of hand ; the amount to be 
advanced in three days, and nothing to be paid in the shape of 
preliminary fees by the borrower, This notice led to many 
applications for loans, but each case the borrower re 
ceived no cash, but only obligations for the future payment 
of money with interest at the rate of 4 per cent., in return 
for which he was required gn an for the 
payment of money and interest to an amount double that of 
the obligations to be received by him The borrowers, by 
the same agreement, acknowledged that the transaction was a 
purchase on his part of these obligations, and it was recited that 
in consideration of the undertaking of the borrower, the lender 
agreed that in the event of the death of the borrower before what 
was due from bim had been paid, his representatives should incur 
no liability, and the whole transaction should be closed. It 


in 


to 8s) agreement 


contended by the lender 
law known as an the gains or losses of 
which depend, as to one or more of the parties concerned, on some 
uncertain event and that an aleatory contract was not subject to 
the law regulating the rate of interest. The court, 
disregarded this contention, bolding that the persons accused had 
really disguised an usurious bargain under the form of a con 
tract of sale. ‘They were, therefore, sentenced to imprisonment 
and to the payment of compensation to those who had dealt with 
them. There is no reason to doubt that a similar decision would 
have been given in this country before the repeal of the usury 
law. 


* aleatory contract,” 


however, 


A Veteran Solicitor. 

Tue Lire of Mr. Ronerr Joun Porcher Brovenrton, 
eolicitor, of the firm of Messrs. Broughton, Broughton, & Hunt, 
of 12, Great Marlborough-street, London, whose death. on the 
15th inst., at the age of ninety-four years, is announced, presents 
incidents that should not be hid away in an obituary. That he 
came of an usually tough and energetic race is shewn by the 
fact that his father, Mr. Ropert E. Brovcuton, after actually 
passing through the Peninsular War as Captain of the 9th Foot. 
on the return of peace, became a member of the bar and was 
appointed a Metropolitan Police Magistrate, and, it is stated, 
filled the position for over thirty years, His son, the late Mr. 
Kt. J. P. Broucuton, was educted at Harrow and Cambrid,e, and 
hoth at school and college was pre-eminent as a cricketer, being 
Captain of the Harrow team and one of the Cambridge Eleven 
He was an active member of the M.C.C. committee during 
something like sixty years. He was admitted so long ago as 
1844, and took out his certificate down to the present year, 
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| Notwithstanding his devotion to athletics, he was diligent in 
the practice of the law, and had, we believe, a large conveyan- 
ing practice. There are not many men left who have carried on 
business as solicitors for over sixty-six years. Moral—to live 
long combine equal assiduity in work and sport. 


New Trustee Stock. 

WE PRINT elsewhere a notice stating, in effect, that Queens- 
land Government 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1950-1970) has 
been placed among the trust investments authorized by the 
Trustee Act, 1893, subject to the restrictions mentioned in 
section 2, sub-section (2) of that Act. 


The Rule Against Double Portions. 


| THe recent decision of Joyce, J., in Re Peel’s Settlement (ante, 
p. 580), is an interesting example of the application of the rule 
against double portions. In cases where a person is in loco 
parentis to the object of his bounty, and makes in favour of such 
object two successive dispositions by way of portion, there srises 
|a presumption that the two dispositions are intended to effect 
only one gift. If the first gift is by settlement, the second 
operates a satisfaction; if it is by will, the second 
operates as an ademption ; unless, that is, the presumption is 
rebutted by evidence of a contrary intention. ‘“ When,” said 
Lord Se.cporne, C., in He Pollock, Pollock v. Worrall (28 Ch. D., 
p. 555), “a testator gives a legacy to a child, or to any other 
person towards whom he has taken on himself parental obliga 
tions, and afterwards makes a gift, or enters intu a binding 
contract in his lifetime in favour of the same legatee, then (unless 
there be a distinction between the nature and conditions of the two 
gifts) there is a presumption primd facie that both gifts were made 
to fulfil the same natural or moral obligation of providing for the 
legatee ; and consequently that the gift infer viros is either wholly 
or in part a substitution for, or an ademption of, the legacy.” 
To raise the presumption both gifts must be in the nature of a 
portion——that is, a sum of money given by way of advancement, 
either on marriage or for the purpose of establishing the recipi 
ent in life (Taylor v. Taylor, L. R. 20 Eq. 155; Re Lacon, 1891, 
2 Ch, 482) ; and the donor must be either the lawful father of the 
recipient ; or must have placed himself in the position of the lawful 
father by undertaking the duties incident to that relationship: 
Powys v. Mansfield (3 My. & Cr. 359). The presumpt’on does 
| not arise as between mother and child: Re .tshton, Ingram v. 
Papillon (1897, 2 Ch. 574). And when it does arise, and the 
provision made by a settlement is less than that previously given 
hy will, the later provision does not abrogate the earlier provi- 
sion altogether ; it only operates as an ademption pro tanto; Pym 
v. Lockyer (5 My. & Cr. 29). 

(Juestions of satisfaction or ademption usually arise when the 
settlor or testator is disposing of his own property. But in the 
present case of Jie J’vel’s Settlement (supra), the double provision 
was made under a special power of appointment. By a settle- 
ment made in 1857 on the first marriage of a testator he had 
a power of appointment over a fund by deed or will in favour 
of his issue. He had four children by this marriage, but he 
provided for them from other sources. In 1867 he married 
again, and there were seven children of the second marriage, 
including FANNY and Epwarp. In 1897, one-seventh of the 
fund was appointed and settled in favour of FANNY, and in 
1901 a similar appointment and settlement were made in favour 
of Epwarp, in both instances on the occasion of marriage. In 
| 1869, the testator had made a will appointing the fund equally 
among the children of his second marriage, and, in 1908, he 
made a codicil appointing the share of a deceased child in favour 
of that child’s sop. He died in 1910, and the question arose 
whether the two children, FANNY and EpwWakp, were 
entitled to share in the fund under the will in addition to 
the one-seventh shares which they took by separate appointment. 
Primd facie the case would seem to be a clear one for the 
application of the doctrine of satisfaction or ademption. The 
relation of parent and child existed; and the appointments 
being made on the occasion cf marriage, the appointed shares 
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were in the nature of portions. Consequently, there would be 
a presumption that the two children were not intended to take 
double portions, but that the separate appointments were 
intended to be in satisfaction for, and, therefore, to adeem, the 
shares given by the will. The only question was whether the 
doctrine applied to a case where the gifts operated under a 
special power of appointment, and not out of property of the 
testator. 

In principle, there seems to be no reason why such a case 
should be excluded, and there is authority for applying to it 
the rule against double portions. In Montague v. Montagw 
(15 Beav. 505), a father had power to appoint two sums of £5,000 
and £10,000 by deed or will among his children. By will made 
in 1842 he appointed the £5,000 to JAMEs and the £10,000 to 
THkoposiA and CATHERINE. Then, in 1844, he appointed the 
£5,000 by deed to THroposta. It was held that this operated 
as a Satisfaction of the legacy to THEoposIA, and the one half 
of the £10,000 went asin default of appointment. It appears to 
have been assumed by Romi.ty, M.R., as a matter of course that 
the rule against double portions applied to the case of appoint 


ments under a p»wer, and the decision was treated by Stir- |. 


LING J., as authorizing such application in Re Ashtou, Ingram v. 
Papillon (supra), although on the facts of that cise he held that 
the rule was excluded. Consequently in the present case of 


Re Peel's Settlement Joycr, J., had no difficulty in applying the | 


rule, with the result that the two children, FANNY and Epwarp, 
were not entitled to participate further in the fund. 





Reviews. 
Lord Halsbury’s Laws of England. 


Tue Laws or ENGLAND: BEING A ComPLeTE STATEMENT OF THE 
WaHoLe Law or ENGLAND. By the Right Honourable the Earl of 
Hatspury, Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain 1885-86, 
1886-92, and 1895-1905, and other Lawyers. Vol. XV.: Foop anp 
Drugs ; FRAUDULENT AND VOLUNTARY CONVEYANCES ; FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES; GAME; GAMING AND WaAGERING; Gas; GIFTs; 
GUARANTEE. Vout. XVI.: Highways, STREETS AND BRIDGEs : 
HusBAND AND WiFE; [NcomeE Tax. Butterworth & Co. 

The issue of these two volumes shew that the great undertaking 
which bears Lord Halsbury’s name is making substantial progress. 

Vol. XV. contains several articles of special interest. Mr. Cave, 


K.C., with Messrs. C. J. Mathew and R. Peel, is responsible for that | 


on Fraudulent and Voidable Conveyances. Settlements which are 
voidable under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, have already been dealt 
with under the title “ Bankruptcy and Insolvency.” The present 
article exhibits very clearly the effect of the Statutes of Elizabeth in 
avoiding conveyances as against creditors and subsequent purchasers, 
and it usefully states the joint effect of the statute 27 Eliz. c. 4, and 


the Voluntary Conveyances Act, 1893, which, it is pointed out, | 
does not repeal the earlier Act but gets rid of the judicial | 
interpretation which allowed a scttlor at any time to defeat | 
his own voluntary conveyance by a sale. The article also deals | 


with the cases in which conveyances can be set aside on the 
ground of undue influence, and classifies the relations in which 
such influence is presumed. The case of /fowes v. Bishop (1909, 2 
K. B. 390) seems to have finally excluded from them the relation 
of husband and wife, though, of course, undue influence may be 
proved to have existed in fact : Bunk of Montreal vy. Stuart (1911, A. C. 
120). The subject of Game is involved ina good deal of difficulty, both 
under the common law and under the provisions of the Game Act, 1831, 
andtheGround Game Act, 1880. These matters are adequately treated 
in the article by Mr. J. F. P. Rawlinson, K.C., and Mr. Kenneth E. 
Chalmers, though in referring to Iteg. v. Pratt (4 E. & B. 890) they do 
not notice the point that sending a dog in pursuit of game, while a civil 
trespass, is not criminal within the Act of 1831. This view has just 
been affirmed in rett v. Martin (1911, 2 K. B. 90). 

Wagering contracts have been brought into notice by the recent 
decision in // v. Stuart King (1908, 2 K. B. 696) that a promise to 
pay a Wagering cle bt will bet vood Ti founded on a new consideration, 
though there was, perhaps, no need to introduce this means of evadin 
the Gaming Act, 1845. The whole subject of gaming and wagering 
including this development, and also the Gaming Act, 1892, which over 
ruled Read vy. Anderson (13 Q. B. D. 779), and made money paid by a 
betting agent irrecoverable, is covered by the article by Mr. 8. O. Henn | 
Collins under this title. The article on Gifts, by Mr. Crackan- 
thorpe, K.C., and Mr. Brabant includes gifts inter vivos and gifts 
mortis causa, At p. 412 reference is made to Cochrane vy. Moor (25 | 


} . on age 
(). B. D. 57), which established the necessity for either a deed or 


delivery in a gift of chattels, and is one of the most interesting of 
modern decisions ; and the concluding section of the article containsa 
useful summary of the effect of the cases on death gifts from the 
leading case of Duffield v. Elwes (1 Bl. N.S. 497) down to recent cases 
sich as Re Beaumont (1902, 1 Ch. 889), on uncashed cheques, and R: 
Weston (1902, 1 Ch. 680) and Re Andrews (1902, 2 Ch. 394) on Post 
Ottice Savings Bank books. 

Other articles in the volume are Food and Drugs, Friendly Societies 
and Gas, which are all by authors well qualitied to deal with the sub 
| jects, and the same remark applies to the article on Guarantee, by Mr. 
H. A. de Colyar, K.C. The last-named article deals with a subject of 
special difficulty, and the general nature of a guarantee ; the liability 
of asurety, and his rights against the creditor and the principal debtor ; 
the rights and liabilities of co-sureties ‘nfer se; and the discharge of 
the surety are all carefully discussed. ‘ithe right of a surety to con 
tribution has been recognized from early times, and a valuable note on 
the subject will be found at p. 526. Its difficulties are well illustrated 
by the judgment of Wright, J., in Wolmershausen v. Gullick (1893, 
2 Ch. 514) The right of the surety after payment to the benefit of 
securities held by the creditor is discussed at pp. 509-515, with 
reference both to his equitable and statutory right ; and the similar 
| right in cases of co-suretyship at p. 534. The cases of Forbes v. 
| Jackson (19 Ch. D. 615) and Duncan For d&: Co. v. North and 


| South Wales Bank (6 App. Cas. 1) are examples of the difficulties 

which arise in working out these rights. The practitioner who has 
| to consider a question on the law of guarantees will find valuable 
ruidance in this article. 

In Vol. XVI. the article on Highways, Streets, and Bridges has 
been contributed by Mr. G. RK. Hill; that on Husband and Wife by 
| Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane and Messrs. Bowstead and W. Ray- 

den; and that on Income Tax by Sir Francis Gore, the late 
Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. Questions frequently arise as to 
the creation of highways and the liabilities of public bodies and 
| individuals in respect of them, and the subject is fully treated in 
| Mr. Hill’s article. The article on Husband and Wife occupies half 
the volume, and treats of this relation both in regard to marriage 


| and dissolution of marriage, and in regard to property and contract. 
This involves the examination of a great body of statute and case 


law, and in such matters as the wife’s separate property in equity 
and under statute, both the text and the notes give full and reliable 
information. On subordinate points, like the wife’s equity to 
exoneration where she has mortgaged her property for her husband’s 
benefit (see p. 405), the work is done with equal care. Questions as 
to liability for goods ordered by the wife so often arise in practice, and 
the procedure presents suc h difticulties, that practitioners will find the 
exposition of the subject at pp. 417-428 very useful. And, finally, 
we may refer, under the article on Income Tax, to the summary of 
the numerous authorities, of which the De Beers case (1906, A. C, 
155) is one of the most recent, on the taxation of companies which 
have their office in this country, but do business abroad. These 
volumes confirm the impression already produced as to the industry 
and care with which the work is being carried out by contributors, 
editors, and publishers. * 


Correspondence. 
The New Draft Rule 14 (a). 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—Thata rule to prevent intentional delay on the part of solicitors 


| in getting an order passed and entered would be useful, will probably 


be admitted, but the suggested new rule in its present form 1s highly 
objectionable. It ignores completely that there may be perfectly 
good reasons for the delay. It does not provide for a most frequent 
cause of such delay, namely, that the Registrar himself cannot find 
the time to attend to the order or that he cannot be seen upon it for 
days together. It once more shows the tendency to make the 
solicitor a sort of scapegoat and to visit him personally with the 
penalty of paying costs. mn 
With regard to the case of Re Thomas, Bartley v. Thomas, quoted 
by you, I think it will be found when the case is more fully reported 
that the order was kept back in the Master’s chambers because the 
Master had not yet completed the accounts and inquiries in the 
administration action, and not because of any delay on the part of the 
olicitor concerned. * R. Bereu. 
13, Walbrook, E.C., June 17. 
See observations under head of “ Current Topies.”— Ep. S.J.) 





On the 11th inst., on an ap lication by the Incorporated sor lety of 
Provincial Notaries Public of fs gland and Wales to Sir Lewis Dibdin, 
Master of the Faculties, the name of Mr. John Milton Kerr was cedered 
to be removed from the roll of notaries, 
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New Orders, &c. 


Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 
fi & 64 Vict. c. 62) 


LP DITION List oF STOCKS UNDER SECTION 2. 

Pia { { f the Colonial Stock Aet, 1900, the Lords 
C'omn ! Il Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice that 
the pro f the Act have been complied with in respect of 
the underment | Stock, registered or inscribed in the United 
Kingdon 

() ieensla ae vernment 3 per ce nt. In ribe | Stor kk (1950-197¢ ). 

rhe restrictions mentioned in section 2, sub-section (2) of the 
lrustee Act, 1893, apply to Colonial Stocks (see Colonial Stock 
Act, 1900, section 2), 

Treasury Chambers, 8.W., 1ith June, 1911. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


House of Lords. 


FLETCHER (FORMERLY HEWITT) AND OTHERS +. OWNERS 


| date of 


Held, that the additional land passed under the devise of the house 
and premises. 

The testator empowered his trustees to invest in preference stock of 
any company in the United Kingdom. 
Held, that the trustees were not authorized to invest in preference 


i 


aa é 

| This was an adjourned summons, asking : (1) What passed under thy 
devise of my freehold house and premises known as Ankerwyke, 
ind { whether the trustees were authorized to invest in preference 
hares By his will, dated December, 1885, the testator, who died ir 
1901, devised to his wife ‘“‘all that my freehold house and premisé 
known as ‘ Ankerwyke,’ in which I now reside, subject to any mort 


thereon, to hold unto my said wife, her heirs and 
assigns for ever.’’ The testator empowered his trustees to invest upon 

debentures or debenture stock or preference stock of any railway or 
company in the United Kingdom.’’ The testator purchased the 

Louse Ankerwyke ”’ in February, 1884. In July, 1885, he purchased 
| a piece of land on the opposite side of the road, which he used as a 
garden and tennis lawn. In June, 1898, he purchased another piece 
of land adjoining the house, which he used as a kitchen garden, and in 
Nov 1898, he purchased another piece of land adjoining the 
tennis lawn, which he used as a paddock. All these three pieces of 
additional land were occupied, together with the house, by the testator 
until his death. The trustees of the will proposed to invest part of 
the trust funds in the preference fully-paid shares of an English com 


gaye subsisting 


other 


embe r, 


} pany 
Eve, J.—I am much obliged to counsel for the assistance they hav 
ven me in deciding this case. By his will dated in December, 1885, 
| the testator, who died in 1901, devised to his wife “‘ all that my free 
hold house and premises known as Ankerwyke, in which I now reside.” 
In the interim betwéen the date of his will and the date of his death 
the testator added to the property by the purchase of additional land, 
part of which adjoined the house, and part of which was on the 
opposite side of the road. The first question is whether the devise of 
the house and premises is limited to the state of the property at the 
the will, or whether it includes the additional land, held with 
the house at the time of the testator’s death. That question turns upon 
vhether the words ‘“‘in which I now reside”’ are an essential part of the 
vift, or whether they are merely descriptive and not intended to cut down 
the At first, after hearing Mr. Luxmoore, I thought that th 
words were an essential part of the gift, and that the devise passed 


devise 


only what belonged to the house at the date of the will. But M: 
Cozens Hardy called my attention to Re Champion (1893, 1 Ch. 101 
107), and I have come to the conclusion that the words are not vital 
but are only an additional description, and do not cut down the gift 
I hold, therefore, that what passed by the devise was the house and 
premises known as Ankerwyke at the time of the testator’s deat! 
Then the question arises : What did the house and premises includ 

‘l he stator or inally purchased a piece of land, and erected a dwell 
ing | upon it. He then purchased a plot of ground opposite the 
house on the other side of the road, which he made into a garden and 
tennis lawn. Subsequently he purchased another piece of land adjoin 
ing the house, which he added to the garden, and finally he purchased 
nother plot on the opposite side of the road, which he used as a 


paddock At his death the testator was in occupation of the house and 





OF THE 8.8. ‘‘ DUCHESS.” jth June. 

\I KI si r—L[ngury py ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF AND IN 
rik ¢ i ol Hk EMPLOYMEN’ Deatu or CapPTain or A SHIP BY 
DRowNInG FROM A Pustic Quay—Warrine ror Boat to Return TO 
Sui —Faran Ri NOT SPECIALLY CONNECTED WITH HIS EMPLOYMENT 
0 or Proor—Work MED Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, « 
) l ] 

/ / ng went ash in the evening, 
fel 3 / mt guay, returned to th 

/ ef the p to take him aboard 

Wh / fi ant fhe wat nd wu drowned 

The « / fw h he ng qone ¢ hore ” 
pes vr "] 

j hud not j ti nu a ring 
/ tof ond t/ fi ployment 
! I il / / ’ yp hed u nol or 
‘ j y / 
) ( Vp } Sonmrres Journat, 325; 1910, 1 
i / 
‘ { ( t « Appeal etting wide an award 
H Hk Jud \l f the ¢ I Court of Flint The appel 
\ I } t} date of hearing of tl} claim, the 
i I} Il t! ti f his death is master ot 
) 11 ' nd On the night of the 29t 
1) Hl ‘ hil va ly Ban 
| | t Hot listant some hundre 
\ 11 pes } ed to the quay, and 
t ' ar is not heard for 
} pu from tl ehiy Before it 
| ! drow | I'he unty 
f / ( Sf Fishing ¢ (53 | 
] \. ( le his award in favou 

‘ | ‘) I ward t aside on tl und 

t tf ! ! tent t} deceased ha ome 

" } ‘ for hi pury the ipplicant had 

not a harwed the onu f estal hing that tl wcident arose out of 

and in the irse of } mployment Ir} pplicant appealed to this 

He einf i peruy Without hearing uinsel for the respondents, 
I 1 La I ( | that the appeal should be dismissed. The | 

‘ | " it i er the qua he waiting to return to 

} | It t ! hed hy t ‘ ale that he had ne 

{ i} l } | opi tt trom 
j pecially ted ith his employment, 
wl i in} ra il way le iding to 

t hip o » the shiy , 

I lx Aq { nd Ronson d, and the appeal was 

] | PL. Gire K.¢ d Robert Gething, for 
t} nt ! K.¢ nd Alerand Ver for the respondents 
S F / ( ( Rowe f Hughes & Hughe Flint ; 
Bot (-/ Roche 
[Report by Ensxine Rerp, Barrister at-Law.] 

. ~ . . . 
High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re WILLIS. SPENCER WILLIS Eve, J. ldth June. 
Witt—Devise or Hovsk anp Premises in Wuice | Now Resin’ 

Appt at Lad Purcnasen Arti Date or Witt—Power to 

Invest IN Prert SrockK—INVESTMENT IN PrReErERENCE SHARES 
| 7 f fi hi i prey ‘ Known ¢ lnkeru yke 

im wh l now re lo he wife Between the date of hia will and 

) death he pur hased additional land, which he wecupied with the 

/ until hia death 








the whole of the land, and he devised the ‘‘ house and premises ”’ to 
his wife. ‘The question is, what did the house and premises include at 
his death According to the authority of Steele v. Midland Reilway 


f (I R 1 Ch. 275), all the land passed which was necessary for 
the convenient occupation of the house, and T must give some meaning 
to the rd “* premises I hold. therefore, that the widow is entitled 


to all the plots of land occupied by the testator with the house. Then 
with regard to the investment clause. The testator empowered hi 
trustees to invest upon debentures, debenture stock or preference stock 
in any company in the United Kingdom, and the question is whether 
the power authorizes the trustees to invest in fully paid preference 
I do not gain much assistance from the cases on wills. Th 
proper way to approach the question is to consider whether there is 
difference between preference stock and preference shares, and if 


shares, 


ny 

there is any difference I ought not to hold that preference stock 
includes preference shares. I agree with Lord Pearson in Henders 

v. Henderson's Trustees (37 8. L. R. 976) that there is a distinctior 


between the two, although it is minute, and I therefore hold that th: 
trustees are not authorized to invest in preference shares.—Covunst! 
J. W. FP. Beaumont; Cozens-Hardy; Fairfax; Luxmoore. Soricrrors, 
Tippetts; Woodcock, Ryland, & Parker. 

[Reported by 8. E. Writiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


STUART & SIMPSON v. HALSTEAD. Fve, J. 13th June. 
Contract Restraint or Trave Apvertisinc AGEent— MANacel 
Covenant Not to Encace tx Sumiar Business 1n Unitep Kincpom 
RESTRAINT Wine—Spectan CrrcuMsTances. 
1 covenant hy an employee of an advertising agent that he would nol 
arry on, or he engage d directly or indirectly in, any similar busine 


TOO 


in any part of the United Kingdom is too wide, and therefore void. 
This was a motion for an injunction to restrain the defendant from 
arrying on or being engaged in any business similar to that carried on 


by the plaintiffs in any part of the United Kingdom. The plaintiffs 
carried on business as advertising agents, and the defendant was em 
ployed by them as a manager, and she entered into an agreement that 
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she would not carry on or be engaged directly or indirectly in any 
business similar to that carried on by the plaintiffs and in which she 
acted as manager in any part of the kingdom of Great Britain and 
freland. Subsequently the defendant left the plaintiffs’ service and 
entered the employment of a rival firm, the Trade Extension 
The plaintiffs thereupon launched this motion, alleging that it was 
essential for their protection that the injunction should be granted. 


Eve, J.—This is an application for an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from acting as an advertising agent, and, in particular, from 
entering the employment of the Trade Extension Co. The nature 
of the business is to advertise and push certain articles in industrial 
centres by means of lady canvaszers going from house to house. In 
1909, the defendant entered the employment of the plaintiffs, and in 
September, 1910, was appointed manageress. After that circum 
rtances arose which made it seem desirable to the plaintiffs to get 
agreements from their employees, and accordingly they sent an agre 


ment to the defendant, which she kept for some weeks, and ultimatel, 
signed in January last. I am satiefied that the defendant understood 
the effect of the agreement Within a few months she left the servi 

of the plaintiffs and entered the employment of a rival firm called th 
Trade Extension Co. as saleswoman, and if the agreement were 
otherwise enforceable, I should hold that had become engaged in a 
business similar to that carried on by the plaintiffs, and that the agree 


ment prevented her from acting as such saleswoman. But the question 
here is whether | ought to enforce this agreement on an interlocutory 
application. I agree with every word ot the judgment of Lindley, 
M.R., in Underwood yv. Barker (1899, 1 ¢ 500), and especially where 
he says, if there is one thing more than a ther essential to the trade 
and commerce of this country, it ia the inviolability of contracts dk: 
liberately entered into. The estraint, therefore, according to the 
authorities, is prima facie void id could be justified, as was eaid 
in Nordenfelt’s case (1894, A. C. 535), | pecial circumstances. At 
there any such special circumstances hi Che only evidence is t 
this business is carried on all over the United Kingdom to this extent 
that they are prepared to ent into tracts anywhere within that 
area, Further, I have this, that the pl it Say that the defendant 
has acquired a knowledge of the details t business, but I do not 
see myself what secret information ehe could have acquired. Then tl 
say it is essential that they should be protected, which only means t 
they are advised that they | i good e of action I do not tl 

i ought to accept the statement that pl tion is eerential, unle 
grounds for such statement are proved I to be satisfied that ther 
are special circumstances before saying that the defendant ought not t 
carry on business in the United Kingdom. I am not justified in assum 
ing that an injunction is reasonably ne ‘ for the plaintiffs’ pro 
tection. Under these circumstances, | make no order on the motion, 
except that the costs be ste in the actior Counset, Patrick Hast 
ings; Ward Coldrida Sonticiroks, i Hf. Martin & Co.; Maddison, 


Stirling, Humm, & Davies 
[Reported by 8. E. Wit114Mms, Barrister-at-Law.) 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 


House of Lords. 
KITCHENHAM -. 8.8. ‘‘ JOHANNESBURG’’ (OWNERS OF) 


Zod Jun 


Master AND SeERVANT—WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION—ACCIDENT—SEAMAN 
on SHore ror His Own Purposes wirn PermMisston—EvIpENCE TIA 
He was ReTurRNING IN THE EVENING TO Resume Durtes on His Suit 
WHICH WAS THEN ALONGSIDE Quay—Sren TO Pass Quay Gates 
Hrarp ro Fatt into tHE Water CLose To Ganaway—Drownep 
Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, s. 1 (1) 

A seaman, who had been on shore by permi n, in returning late 
in the evening to the ship had reached the gangway connecting the 
ship with the quay when he appeared fo have made a false step and 
was heard to fall into the water. Nothing more was known, and his 
body was found the next morning near the ship. The county court 
judge held that there was evidence n which the widow's claim could 
be supported, as the inference to be drawn waa that the accident 
arose out of and in the course of the man’s employment. The Court 
of Appeal reversed that de non the ground that it was not estah 
lished by the evidence that the accident arose out of the employment 
The widow appealed. 

Held, that the decision appt led from was right 

Appeal by the applicant from a decision of the Court of Appeal 
(reported 55 Soricrrors’ Journan, 124; 1911, 1 K. B. 523 The 
applicant was the widow of a man who was employed as a steward 
on board the s.s. Johannesburg, and the question was whether such 
evidence as there was entitled the widow to claim compensation on 
the ground that the accident arose out of and in the course of the 


deceased man’s employ ment The evidence was as follows T he 
vessel was lying alongside th yuay at South Shields. Kitchenham 


was retained as steward while the vessel was in d ck, and had his 
meals and slept on board, but he was entitled to go ashore, and did 
so after his tea on the day in question, in order to send some money 
to his wife. The night was dork—it was the end of December—and 
when he was returning to the ship, about 10.25 in the evening, the 


man on duty at the dock gates saw him pass, and go in the direction 
of the ship. A few minutes later, the watchman on board the ship 
heard a man call out, ‘‘ man overboard,’’ and also simultaneously 
heard a splash in the water between the ship’s side and the quay 
near the gangway, which was the only mode of getting on the ship. 
Nothing more was known until his body was found the next morning 

Ihe county court judge awarded the 





in the water near the sh 


widow £250 «x mpensatio! The Court of Ay peal set aside that 
iward, holding that it had t been shewn that the accident, although 
it arose in the course of t man's employment, arose also out of 
the employment. Between t time when the county court judge—his 


Ho r Judg Howland Robert rave his iward, and the decision 
of the Court of Appeal, this House had considered a similar question 
sed in the case of Moor The Manchester Liners (Limited) (84 


r 
Soricrrors’ Journat, 703; 1910, A. C. 498), and it was thought that 
t 





he facts here proved w 1, following the principle laid down in 
VWoore case, entitle the apy int to succeed in this appe il. The 
argument turned almost entirely on the judgment given in that case. 
Without hearing the r lents 
Lord Lorespvrn, C., said [ think this appeal fails It is another 
! merous hich the question is whether the 
wecident ar t of and » course of the workman's employ 
I t rds it is dmitted of inexhaustible variety of application, 
according to the nature of the employment and the character of the 
facts proved The facts in « case are infinitel different, and if 
we are on each argument to d iss and differentiate them one from 
another, judgments in court f would be interminable, and would 
rather t tu nt i htent nt | m ly to say 
t 1 res h I J lou , ( int f 
Appe Int ‘ ‘ ! tates the result lecis in this 
Hou t of M The Manchester 1 (/ ited), 
leci led by your lordshiy l t year In the present < e we are to 
say, first, whether this a lent was in the course of employment. I 


think it was. The return of the man to his ship was in the course 
f his employment Wi re next to say, did the accident “ arise 


out of" his employment I think not I think it arose from a 
risk common to everyone falling from a qu y into the w iter, 
ind was not specially ! | with the man’s employment 

Lao \ x, SHa DD ERMLINI ind Rosson concurred 
\ | disn 1.—Cx Vrneat Pollock, K.C., and S. J. Duncan, 


Neil 


in} t of the apr J. R itkin, K.C., and Al n. 
Botterell 


for the respon lent POLTe Rs John J. Hands & Lindo 


LReported by Ersxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law 


Court of Appeal. 


HARDING BRYNDDU COLLIERY CO. (LIM.). No.2. 2nd Jum 


\MIASTER AND SeErvaANT—W* EN 8 COMPENSATION—SrPuHerkt or Empioy 
MENT—SERIOUS ANI Wi Misconpuct—W ORK MEN ComMP 4 

I Acr, 1906 (6 Ep. 7 1 (1) (1 

1 n wih f t/ f hia « 7 , 

} Ls n to ent with ar 
lty of pilful w luct the Work 
( ; / ter , Huta not fing / / f j 
/ ‘ / f f o / deper i? i the 

! / et th j hi f the i { 
I ‘ nh appe from t award of the jud f the Bridgend 
( inty ¢ rt tt I tor under t W Compensation 
Act, 1906. Harding was emp! d as a collier by the defendant com 
pany In November last | is engaged with two othe lhier to 
drill a hole from above to tall below to let out the ¢ in order 
to enable the stall to be vor | The entranc t this tall from 
below had been blocked t! ross-boards to shew that it w unsalte 
for anvone to enter, wou lance with the colliery pecial rules, and 
the men were by thse rules expressly forbidden to ente1 vorking 
so blocked without special leave. Harding and his mate | worked 
the drill some 5 ft. into the ground without getting into the stall 
below. and he asked a fireman and overlooker if he might » into the 
stali from below to ascertain from the blows on the drill above, and 


by working from underneath, if necessary, whether the drill was 
being driven in the right direction. The fireman told Harding he was 


not to go, as the stall was unsafe Notwithstand Harding 
went round and entered the stall from below; he was heard by his 
mates above tapping against the roof of the stall, and then all sounds 
ceased On some of his mates going round, Hardin vas di rvered 
in the stall suffocated by the ga His dependants claimed compensa 
tion, which the county court judge awarded, giving the dependants 


£300. The employers appealed 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Kennepy, L.J., | 
L.J., dissentiente) dismissed the apps il 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R I desire to repeat what TI said in the recent 
Limited) (4 Butterworth’s 


UCKLEY, 


ise Of Weighill v. South Heaton Coal ¢ i 
Compensation Cases, 141), that serious and wilful misconduct within 
the s pe of the employm«e nt does not prevent the dependant from 

ming compensation, but wilful misconduct outside tl pe of his 
emplovment does not brir the a dent within the s of tl employ- 
ment. The real question of difficulty is this, Was the here’ of em- 
ployment so limited and defined as to exclude the top hols or was 












Act, 1881. But those two provisic 
| | \! ti | t estat ! mon law. 
‘ ( { t t mode of procedu nd they we 
j t! I ot ti mor ‘ t re rsi 
1) } ! I t rt e, ! ibsequel 
! | re thereunder. Now as tot ** drawbacks 
mpany from H.M. Customs, arising under 
1880 i rhe amount of the ‘* drawback 
; ™ "= ° a formalities have been observed, debt due 
High Court—Chancery Division, | company assigned that debt to the respondent 
. . “4 ent wuld take iority of the debentures, 
Re IND, COOPE, & CO. FISHER ». THE COMPANY. KNOX site Gin Aciienieioe enacn oii os entices aia 
SAME. ARNOLD r. SAME. Warrington, J. 24th May had the express power of assignment. Bu 
WMPANY | DeBENT \ Ml ‘ Book-pDEBTS—PRIoRIT give notice of their assignment to the Crown. 


FLOATING ( 
me 


possession, 
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1} exported by t npa These rears of rents con- 
L} ts } ‘ ‘ pre s} i harged 
r« t g deed i j ] pe I pre 
ical harged On of J ! 1909, 1 vers 


did give notice, 


nt to the bank, and 


it 
it 

















































r we ild 
s he 
ty t t t for the 
le f the two cas I 
Ss} ed on tion 25, sub 
1 section 10 of the Con 
do not affect the rights 
All that those sections do 
re not intended to disturb 
oner expectant on lease 
iti pursu ‘ }? ‘ 
These are sums due to the 
the Inland Revenue Act, 





becomes, when tl per 
» from the Crown. The 
; prima facie that assign 
because it was executed 
re, and while the company 
the did :« 

The receiver, on taking 


pr 


it assignees 


having knowledge of the previous assigr 
is contended that the debenture holders are 











i 1, F } pecific che now entitled to priority by reason of their prior n tice to the debtor: 
tain i the Heating chara - th, viz., the Crown. Had there been nothing more in the case than a 
gi / f , / tien of the , | charg vering these particular debts, and I had to determine which 
] h ah nantes egg Sars of the two assignees had priority, the matter would be settled by the 
é. ! i vina fror well-known principle that he who first gives notice to the debtor has 
he Cust , aie 1? priority. But in this case there is a floating charge, prior to the specific 
tof , j oy. %, : ssignment, but containing an express stipulation authorising the com 
P , ‘ ; P ; pany to create a charge which should have priority over it. The point 
Held. that , , P ‘ ) in t} ovife n decided by Chitty, J., in Ward v. Royal Exchange Shipping 
} ; t er . / tp te + . ( L ‘I N. S. 174 Phe debenture lders have ntracted by 
/ j , , ; ; ; P , pig ee th t s of the debenture that a charg reated on the specific parts 
t} Se ; , Sat the tt decid ake | of the »property shall have priority over their debentures, and they 
-—e } “a tales apie ove not at liberty to displace that priority by be first. to 
g notice t the de btor There one other pol it. Whe n the re eiver 
I - heat uM he respondents, Messrs pointed, a large sum was owing to the Crown in respect of 
Wil i t I I City 1 Midland | dut The receiver paid that in full, but n says that the Crown 
I t I Coope & Co., which t have set off the drawbacks against the duty, and that the 
h i ' | t f debenture | an nt of the drawbacks should be credited to him in part payment 
. .! ' In 1890 the company f the duty, in view of the set-off, ther s no debt owing from 
I ld } to £750.000 ured | the Crown. But this is not so; the drawbacks were not in fact set off 
{ ! thy Se} er, 189 hereby | against the duty, so the debt is still subsisting. The result is that 
‘ t ed t rawbacke in queetion are payable to the respondents in priority to 
, re holder hat s created | the debenture-holders.—CounseL, @. Cave, K.C., and Whinney; 
. the | | that the npany, in | Dodd Pepys, for the debenture holders; 7'. 17. Carson, K.C., and 
| its | might | HW. C. Holden, for the respondents. Soxricirors, Davidson &: Morriss; 
ge ' - : the property for | Burn & Berridge; Nash, Field, & ¢ i/fred Allistone. 
' | t fically Reported R. C. CARRINGTON, Barrister-at-Law.) 
t I I eated £50 x } , stock, and : 
pereene © f ated the 20th of M ‘ ting a specifi Re WALMSLEY’S SETTLED ESTATES. Eve, J. 26th M 
per I é " , . 
ge rgo, t fl I ‘the a pr SI Lanp—Prrson Havinc Powers or Tenant ror Lire—Exm 
ny tt that ny might ell ; Girt Over—INrants—Setritep Lanp Act, 1882, s. 58, sus 
mort har ] l ! it of profits or other- , 
Bpose bs leal t t ry ul of its busi f / l l certain 7 ld property pon trust 
In 1900 the con ted i t mortga debenture ht l after her death for her lren whoa. 
agptie “we : t nar specified | / tt t / n heing daughters, 1 atta 
; | I t t t ym par In 1906 | th Th ighter died in July. 1910. 7 q four 
ul npany issued 1 her es called premium / f vh n attained twei ‘ in Feb /, 1909 
reatir floatir a ? By deed ted the Ist of August, He if eldest child u ntitled # ti entirety i the renta 
19 nd the 1 f Septem! 19 t ny igned to Messrs sil t child attair a veated terest. and there} was 4 
\ nd H ill, trust of t I ion City and Midland | 7 ng the pou f a tenant for life under the Settled Lond 
B in consideration of the bank cont to do business with the { ) / tion 1 (ii 
y, certain book debts, which included rents in rrears, and T) ljourned 1 .. } } > 
hack , : t Genles thorities in respect of beer his 1s an adjourned summons fr m the Manchester Distr t Re 
I ‘ | tr hether the child o1 iildren of the merriage of E. A- 
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Walmsiey, wi s ud, i t time | <'e ‘ ttained t ty-on | j tion for ¢ r what the defendant's men did was 
irs had the } ers ol t t for tf the shares of the tiled . i I he bed of tl river distinguished 
bh ‘ aol ted B 1is \\ tr I I t ‘ el cleans rt th i r, that the 
t e there and what the 

y ( To! I ( tel I ieath 1 i! t or 3 . a \ iparian Vner said the 
hter, E. A. Walmsley, if she should attain the f twenty-one, | jud bstructions, to cut weeds, and he 
m rry, tor her separ ti ‘ nd atter er deat n trust I ic! tt in tl nature i n obstruction, 
i 1c hildren f hers s t ti! I ild attain the age I it standing t ructi rming p rt 
I : ud attain that age r marry, but f ed the nterieres t! he due flow of the 


m t ntrol of t r husbands, equal shares nd if only i rights end iH no right, 





ud take t ole of the proper iby t lives \ Ye \ there ny 
hy f ill 


ren | lessen the 

e p fl mill and 
\ \ On those 
ad junction and 


‘ hele i { appealed. 





[Reported by 8. E. Wittiams, Barrister-at-Law.] f 


H ] le ered t lument f the irt (Pickrorp and 


I IJ H t it I ts as set ut pre ( tinued In 


° . } 1 t 8 a rol lirection The real question in the 
High Court—King’s Bench cen to us to have been obscured, if not completely rerlooked, 
1 the real - re Lie I that bear upol it a appear 0 


Division. en proper! presented to the jury Mores ! e think that 


rae is bee placed j t riparian vner t he is not 

FEAR AND OTHERS rv. VICKERS. Div, Court. roper ibjected The re and only questior e think was 

2nd, 3Srd. and 24th M y. er the plaintiff } | beer deprived f the fl i vater to 

RipaRian Owners—RiGuts INTER SE—INTERFERENCE WITH Berp ot ! vere entitied Phere is nothing unlawful per se in @ 
WATERCOURSE—FLOow or Wat! 0 Mitt Lessenep riparian Owner ~~“ interferi vith the bed of a river which is vested 

m i I ht hined to removin veeds, or cleansing 
ested What inlawful is 
ot iter to which 





qy placed or throw the river, or by their being washed dows ; : taepg 8 | 

the river in time / m, there a 7 thing unlawful in the upper 
7 ian one ¢ i] }; hetruct , and in removing the 4} 4 1 : : Al 1, 
di nishina or inere ing the flow wrote which the lowe: rip “a 
r has been « ying f 7? the yy lion But thi wht . ; 
hiect # the a My fion that ifau é urse has heen permitted . wes 1 : 
yon upy } an owner to b tificially altered, and the qwateAr : 3 : d +] 4 


( wen perm ; ) w aong } fificially increased bed for ates ‘ . 


i 
/ 

iter has been per ted to flow along such artificially increased 
l for ich a period of t vould create a right by prescription 
Appeal from the inty irt IT} tion was brought by the f ti whol tercour irtificial, we think that the lower 
utors of a mill-owner t estrain the defendant, an upper ripari parian owner would | tled to have such fi remain undis 

ner on both side f river, from interfering with the bed of t} turbed by the riparia ! ho had permitted it to be enjoyed 
l vater from flowing down a cut to the for the ne sary period. We know of no other right in the lower 
ory tion to restore the rive n ow r ind it t n our pil ! rrect ft iv either 

before the uid acts of interference t tl py par loing ] ful f he inter 





1 1910. the defendant removed a | rye th the bed of ! t vhich is ted ! him or to say 
quantity of stones halk, pieces of iron, etc., from the main brancl hat structions w ! f tandi ' hich have become 

ie rivel é » the it leading to the plaintiffs’ mill, and lated the 1 r | e become part of the b 
levelled the bed The plaintiffs complained that the excavations river | nnot be removed. We. thinl further. that 


] red the m branch and diverted a great deal of water whicl nnect th the « ! the questions left to the jury were 
i vise would have flowed down to the mill. Their evidences st f not terial and irrels f it true that 
ed to ! l that the stones, elalt I halk et id becon t f ge ed ru ther hat 
mbedded and nsolidated ji the river bed as to have become ! ed } iral ed f the river but the 

t of e river bed and emoval The defendan evide | m had defined the tural bed. as 

directed to shew that the plaintiff vere receiving the full flo t s¢ s to 1 to be t t hed plus the obstructior hich had 

I iter to which they vere entitled, that ll that he had done was t } me lidated t d been there for r nd irs, 
remove obstructions from the river bed which had been placed or | the t l t the dge | of 
thrown there in the last twelve months or thereabouts, the brick-bats t} ! r rent f ime sense Certair ! distinetion 
kc., having been put in to form a breakwater. and that if anv part of wa drawn there bet f the natural nd the rtif ! deepened 
the natural bed had been interfered with no more had been done tl hed. The proper questiot ur Opinior s whether the defendant 

ld not be a led in the cours f removing tl obstruct t } right , the 

In his summing up t! inty court judge told the jury that tl ' hich they were entitle he learned 
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judge then dealt. with another point with which this report is not of July, 1911l,at2p.m. The following are the provisions of bye-law 15 
concerned}, and the urt ordered the verdict to be set aside, and | as to the business to be transacted at an annual general meeting, 
that there should be new trial.—Counsex, for the plaintiffs, . | namely :—‘‘ The business of an annual general meeeing shall be the 
Cabahb for the defendant, J. B. Mathew Soxicrrors, Tylee, Mor- | election of President, Vice-President, and members of Council, as 
timer, d Atlee; Purkiss & ¢ for H. J. King, Wilton. directed by the charter, and also the election of auditors ; the reception 

[Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law.]) of the accounts submitted by the auditors for approval, the reception 


of the annual report of the Council, and the disposal of business 


- "per 
introduced by the Council, and of any other matter which may c 

Societies. sistently with the charter and bye-laws be introduced at such meetiag.’ 

The Law Society. Below will be found the names of the candidates nominated to fill the 


ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING eleven vacancies in the Council, and in the offices of President, Vic: 
The annual general meeting of the members of this society will be President, and auditors, with the names and addresses of heir 
held at the Society’s Hall (Chancery-lane entrance), on Friday, the 7th | "O™nators. S. P. B. BUCKNILL, Secretary. 
List OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY NOMINATED AS MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL TO BE ELECTED AT THE ANNUAL GENERAL 
MEETING ON THE 7TH OF JULY, 1911, 


Name of Candidat Address Names of Nominators Addres3. 
The | Hon. Walter Bernard Lou 74, Old Broad-street, London, E.C Willen Joho Hamfers ; ; + ae ser ani het tecehiatuaaiaas 
Barrington | Charles Henry Morton... . | 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
Henry James Johnson 101, Leadenhall-street, London, E.(. 
*John James Dumville Botterell 24, St. Mary Axe, London, E.¢ | Edwin Freshfield ; New Bank Buildings, 31, Old Jewry, 
| London, E.C. 
Edward Francis Turner 115, Leadenhall-street, London, E.« 
"John Wreford Bu 24, Austin Friars, London, F.¢ {Henry James Johnson ; 101, Leadenhall-street, London, E.‘ 
| Philip Witham , bad 1, Gray’s-inn-square, London, W.¢ 
Henry James Johnson... ... OL, Leadenhall-street, London, F.C, 
Alfred Davenport 18, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. © William John Humfrys . Hereford. 
| Charles Henry Morton... . 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
*Walter Dows 19, Surrey-street, Strand, London, {Henry James Johnson __... ... | LOL, Leadenhall-street, London, E. 
Ww. | Charles Douglas Medley ... 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W 
William Thomas Munby Snow ... | The Close, Exeter. 
| Henry Campion ; ... 8, Bedford-cireus, Exeter. 
. : , , Henry James Johnson 101, Leadenhall-street, London, 1:.C. 
tHenry bord 25. Southernnay West, Exeter Charles Henry Morton he 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
| Hon. Secretary of the Associ- 
ated Provincial Law Societies) 
| Henry J imes Johnson aa Lol, Leadenhall-street, London, EA 
John R r Barrow Gregory 1, Bedford-row, Londen, W.t William John Humfrys ... | Hereford. 
| Charles Henry Morton _ 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
Algernon Jasper Lyon Cambridge. 
resident of the Cambridge- 
shire Law Society) 
Frank Kitchener Peile Cambridge. 
ae : . - Hon. Secretary of the Cam- 
t*Charles Berkeley Marwett Huntingdo ane 0 1) ietiieatlon Last Gealetert 
Henry James Johnson ; ... | 1OL, Leadenhall-street, London, fC 
h harles Henry Morton 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
(Hon. Secretary of the Asso- 
ciated Provincial Law Societies) | , 
*p _. ia Henry James Johnson . | 101, Leadenhall-street, London, E.t 
Philip Hubert Martineau 2K weeny. r- ings, Gray’s-inn, Iwi, John Humfrva "* | Hereford. 
London, W | Charles Henry Morton cy. ? 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
*Ernest Fitzjohn Oldham 51, Lineoln’s-inn-fiel’s, London, f¢ Henry James Johnson ; ... | 1OL, Leadenhall-street, London, F.C. 
W.C, | Henry Cecil Geare... me ... | 51, Linecoln’s - inn - fields, London 
W.C. 
*Sir Albert Kaye Rollit, LL.D., St. Anne’s Hill, near Chertsey-on- / Henry James Johnson ; 101, Leadenhall-street, London, E. C 
D.C.L., Litt. D ‘Thames, Surrey, and 3, Mincing- | John Wreford Badd ae ... | 24, Austin Friars, London, E.C 
lane, London, E.¢ 
William Charles Cripps ; 
President of the Kent Law Tunbridge Wells. 
Society) 
| Herbert Monckton : . | Astley House, Maidstone. 
t*Frank William Stone ; Tunbridge Wells . Henry James Johnson... ... | 101, Leadenhall-street, London, F.C. 
Charles Henry Morton ... ... | 5, Cook-street, Liverpool. 
| (Hon. Secretary of the Asso- 
| ciated Provincial Law 


Societies) 


List OF QUALIFIED MEMBERS PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


re. { Robert Elle tt ae | Cirencester. 
William John Humfrys Hereford ’ ‘* |) Henry Child Be doe. ... | Hereford. 
Sir Frank Crisp | 17, Throgmorton-avenue, London 
Charles Leopold Satmson ag 9, New Broad-street, London, E.C., i} | EC. ? 
and 31, Booth-street, Manchester | Harold George Brown , ... | 2, Bond-court, Walbrook, London 
E.C 
LIST OF QUALIFIED PERSONS PROPOSED AS AUDITORS OF THE SOCIETY. 
‘ ' Richard Walter Tweedie 5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C. 
’ ‘ Len! + ald rele 2 pase : — _oa . , 
John Stephens Cha; pelow, F.C.A ~. _ In’s-inn-fields, London, | Kayner Maurice Neate ... ... | 6, Southampton street, Bloomsbury- 
Xe | square, London, W.C. ; 
| Robert Emmanuel Le Brasseur... | 49, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 
Charles Gibbons May 19, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Londor London, W .C. 
w.C. {Richard Dudley Hoyle ... ... 4, Clement’s-inn, Strand, London, 
; : Ww.c. 
: — - . — fa . ' VC 
. — _ = ~ a Edward George Pyke sd ... | 63, Lineoln’s-inn-fields, London, \ 
Arthur Peare a Lincoln’s-inn fields, London, || Mitchell Templeton cos .. 9, King’s Bench-walk, Temp!e, 
LU. | London, E.C, 


The Candidates marked thus * are retiring Members of the Counci!, who, being eligible, have been nominated for re-election. 
+t The Candidates marked thus + are proposed in accordance with the scheme of nomination of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies pursuant to the resolution of the Society relating to country vacancies, adopted on 5th July, 1907. 
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Provincial Meeting of the Law Society. | General. 


The Council have accepted an invitation from the Nottingham \ penny-in-the-slot machine, inetalled in 


Incorporated Law Society to hold the provincial meeting this year in | hous lted, says the D Vail, in S 
Nottingham. It will accordingly be held in that city on Tuesday and | being summoned at Smethwicl Monday f 


Wednesday, the 26th and 27th September next, and the proceedings | be used for gaming purposes. For the prose: 


1 the bar of one of thei 


howells Brewery U0O., Ltd., 


w allowing their premises t 


ution it was explained that 


will, it is expected, be as follows :— the object of the game was to catch two small balls, worked by mea 
Monday, the 25th September.—Visitors will arrive in Nottingham, | of a spring, in two cups. If the player succeeded he was cititled t 


and the Vice-President of the Nottingham Incorporated Law Society | rec 
(Mr. J. J. Spencer) will entertain the members and their friends at a | th 
performance to be given at the Theatre Royal, Nottingham. ing and wagering which followed on one Su 
Tuesday, the 26th September.—Members will meet at the Notting- | of ale being consumed in twenty minutes. 
ham University, at 10.30 a.m., when the Mayor (Sir Edward H. Fraser) | said that the machine was known as the Pi 
will take the chair, and having welcomed the members attending the | issue in the case was whether it was a game ¢ 
meeting, will vacate the chair. The President of the Law Society will | and said there had been no lection ae 


i 
1 
I 


a small bonus from tl machine, which could be exchanged a 


uw; if he did not succeed | oft course, 


‘ 


lost his penny rhe t 
nday led to nineteen qual 
Counsel for the defendante 
kwick. He added tl the 
f skill or a gan | €, 


vet for such an offence in 


then deliver his address, This will be followed by the reading and dis- | respect of the machin Ultimately the charges wer lrawn on 


e defendants undertaking to remove the m 


cussion of papers contributed by members of the society. The meeting 
will adjourn trom 1.3) to 2.30 for luncheon in the Victoria Hall, and will Mr. S. O. Henn Collins. writ to the 7 
close at 4.30. In the evening there will be the banquet, which will be | ,, 
held in the Victoria Hall. Tickets will be 25s. each inclusive, and must | the Typeasury without reference to Parliame 
be obtained from the Honorary Secretaries of the Reception Committee, | trolled power of makiny reculations «afte 
the Law Library, St. Peter's Gate, Nottingham, on or before the 10th | perhaps be considered as administrative —a 
7. at which contributions are to be made by e1 
Vednesday, the 27th September.*—The meeting will be resumed at importance, havit ‘ 

11 a.m., when the reading and discussion of papers will be continued. | himself for sums paid by him on behalf o 
The meeting will adjourn from 1.30 to 2.30 for luncheon, as on the previ- | wayes for the period in respect of which the 
ous day, and will close at 4.30. In the afternoon members will be | the amount of the benefits to be received unc 
invited by the Sheriff of Nottingham (Mr. F. N. Hobson) to a Gardea | the Commissioners are to be ¢ power by 
Party at the Castle. Particulars will be contained in a detailed pro- | to the approval of the Treasury and not of 
gramme which will be issued. scope and operation of the Act to all or any 

Thursday, the 28th September.—The Nottingham Society have | Bil] expressly exclude Furt! these sam 
arranged two excursions :—(1) To the Dukeries ; (2) to Belvoir Castle. | power, if the health insurance provisions of 
Particulars will be given in the detailed programme. Arrangements | work, to amend it so as to make it workabl 
are also being made for members to visit public buildings, works, and | powers in this behalf appears to be the 1 


ve of the ** Ineurance ¢ ! ioners,’’ who are to be 


whine and to | he cost 


imes, calls atte ion to the 


nt. Apart fix Unc 
cting matte wh may 
s, for insta t! tim 
np vel n som 


ng regard to the fact that an employer ca ly recoup 


f his employee out of the 
contribution is mack and 
ler certain circumstances 

‘regulati ms, subject only 
Parliament, to extend the 
of the perse vhom the 
e Commissioners are iven 
the Act as pa eect will not 
‘ Th ole limit to their 
ecessity ol ing the 


other places of interest in the neighbourhood. Arrangements will also | consent of the Treasury v D ted them. 


be made for a limited number of gentlemen to play golf at some of the 
golf links in the neighbourhood. Eich member will be entitled to take 
a lady to the above entertainments and excursions except the banquet. 
Should you propose to attend the meeting, I sha!l be obliged if you will 

signify your intention, on or before the Ist day of August, to Mr. Arthur a da 
Barlow or Mr. T. F. Walker, who are the honorary secretaries of the | '\*'0'), Memorandum statee . eee 
Reception Committee, at the Law Library, St. Peter’s Gate, Nottingham, | te ©*isting law, ignorance o! — To areal 
stating whether you will be accompanied by a lady. The hon. secre ses no defence at presen i yo na 
taries will then send you further pirticulars and information as to 
hotels. The Council will be glad to receive communications from 
members willing to read papers at the me:ting. Should you contemplate > . ; 
favouring the Council with a paper, I am desired to ask you to let me | W@k'Ns Mimsell aware That copyright sub 
know the subject of it on or before the 4th day of August. The Council | ‘UGC “ne 1 _ Shoei: weseser nage he a shi 
will then consider the subjects proposed, and select such as they con. | “OMe BotMeation en fhe wot! \ 4 ners ig : 
sider are the most suitable for discussion at the meeting, and will | OUS'* Not to — oe a) eee 
intimate their opinion to members in time to enable them to prepare | ‘'?™' ga polar tars accept any J Page I 
their papers. Those members whose papers are not among those | 0 @!ter some adverse criticism of Tile sus 
selected may, nevertheless, prepare and submit them, and they will be | 
real and discussed should the time at te disposal of the meeting 
suffice. Subject to the control of the President of the Law Society, each 


House { Commons on the Coy ight Bill, 


Time took uy suse ¢ vi provide 


late of the ininr ement ents iin a regi 


Act the defendant ehall be deemed to have 


tion to the amendment, reee y the rig 
introduce words to protect the nocent infrin 
then avreed to, and the clause as amended 


At the meetin on the 15t inst. of the Standing Committee of 


the Commiuttes i) the 
for the exempt n of 

mages. An official exp! 
nitigates the « ency of 
ft copyright be il 


noved the om i 


ub-sect vhich provides that if eufficient particulars were before the 


ter ¢ ihlished under tl 
had reasonal Tibet 
d in the worl He ) 
else there should 1 
i laimed, otherwise it 
Ir. Buxton stated that the 
r compulsol rt tration, 


ion he offered no obit 


ht on report, howeve { 


rel L hie nendme 


vas added to the Bill. 


member attending the meeting will be at liberty to speak and vote upon Thursday, the 15th inst., be the grand day of Trinity term at 


any matter under discussion, but all resolutions expressive of the opinions | (jpay's-inn. the treasurer (Mr. Edward Clayt 
of the meeting will be framed in the form of recommendations or | of {he bench entertained at” dinner the foll 
requests to the Council to take the subjects of such resolations into their | pyo). Gord Barnard, the Right Hon. Lore 
consideration. .C.V.0.. the Hon. Mr. Justice Parker, tl 
S. P. B. BUCKNILL, Secretary. Parliament of South Aft (the Hon. J 





the Principal of London University (Dr.* H 


The London Solicitors’ Golfing Society. of the Law Society (Mr. H. J. Johnson), th 
College of Surgeons (Mr. Henry 'T. Butlin), t 
The summer meeting of this society was held on the links of the | College, Cambridge (Mr. W. Aldis Wright), 
Manor Club on Saturday, the 17th inst. Mr. Gibson’s cup for the best | K.C., Mr. D. Stewart-Smith, K-( and 
net score for 18 holes was won by Mr. Arthur J. Lamb, with | benchers present, in addition to the treasure 
835—10=73. Mr. Haslam’s prize for players with handicaps of between | (jriffith, Sir Arthur Collins, K.¢ Mr. GC. A. Ru 
11 and 18 was won by Mr. J. B. Purchase, with 88—12=76. The prize | Lush, Mr. T. Terrell, K.C., Mr. W. J. R 


for the best 9 holes was won by Mr. C. J. Fox, with 40—3} =36 Mr. Vesey Knox. K.C., Mr. W. P. Byrne, ¢ 








tev. R. J. Fletcher, D.D 


K.C d the mastei 
wing guest Che Right 
1 Stratheona, G.C.M.G 
i Speaker of the Uni 
‘I Molteno, K.C.), the 


Satonnier of the Bar of the Court of Appeal of Paris (M. Busson 
sillault), the Hon. Sir John Qu M.P., Sir James De r, F.R.S 


A. Miers), the President 


e President of the Royal 
he Vice-Master of Trinity 
Mr s \ Buckmaster 
Mr. John Murray Tl 
r r Mi Henry 
R ll, KA Mr. Justi 
P ! Mr. Arthur Gill 


Mr. Mont igu Sharpe Mr. Georue Rhodes K.C with the pre icher, the 


At the Mansion House dinne to the Judges on Monday, the Lord 

Legal News Cha ellor, 1 eply to the toa t of “ Hie Majesty's Judges, sid it 

, had Jong been his opinion that the method and pirit 1 which British 

° ° justice wae idministered throughout the British Empire was one ol it 

Changes in Partnerships. mainstays and one of those features of our rule which moet maintained 

the permanence of his Majesty’s Dominion In reply to the toast of 

Dissolution. ‘The Profession of the Law the Attorney-General said that th 

reputation of his Majesty’s Judges did not depend on laudatory 

Grorce Freperick Drinkwater and Grorcr Wittiam Drinkwater, | phrases employed with regard to them It was grounded on the 
solicitors (Drinkwater & Co.), Hyde. March 31. The said George | Justice with which they administered the law, and might he add that 
Frederick Drinkwater will carry on business on his own account and in | their reputation would suffer, indeed it would never } he gt ey 
his own name at No. 4, Port-street Hyde; the said George William | 45 it was, were 1t not for Ul fact that they themselves invite I full, 
Drinkwater will continue to carry on business at No. 9, Ridling-lan free, and frank criticism Phi Bench never could be above criti ron 
Hyde, on his own account and in his own name. [Gazette, June 16 j and never ought to be above it The moment or ra — a 
ma 0 4) ove 3 


criticism, the Bench would have lost a great | 


* The Annual General Meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association will be | eh 1 in tl ht * oa. 
held at the Nottingham University,on Wednesday, 27th September, at 10.15 a.m | administered in 1@ right spirit, without, oO 


minds and the sentiments of the people. So long as criticism was 


f course, imputing any 


) 
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high 
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to hold the 


ontinue 


pereonal motives, so long 
» long as thev did welcome it they would « 
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position which they had att 1ined among the community of this country. 
Rovat Navat Cotrece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to | 


(with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 

C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
65, South Molton-street, Brook 


Become a Naval Officer ”’ 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., 
description of life at the Royal N 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 


London, W. [Apvrt.] 


street, 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reorsraass ts ATTENDANCE ON 


Euxrnoerxcy Aprrrat Covat Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 





Date. Rota. No, 2, Jovor. Swivrew Eapy. 

Monday Ju 26 Mr Bea Mr Borrer Mr Goldschmidt Mr Leac 

Tuesday - 27 Greswell Beal Synge Borrer 

Wednesday 28 Goldschmidt Greavel! OChuareh Rea! 

Thursday 20 8 re Goldachmidt Tneed Greawell 

Friday 0 Church Synge Bloxam Goldschmidt 

Saturday July 1 Theed Charch Farmer Synge 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. J istice 
Date. Wanainoron. Nevitie Panxen. Eve. 

Monday June 26 Mr Theed Mr Greswell Mr Church Mr Farmer 

Tuesday , 27 Bloxam Gol asc hmidt Theed Leach 

Wednesday — Farmer By Bloxam Borrer 

Thursday ......... 29 Leach Cc con ! Farmer Beal 

Friday . oO Borrer Theed Leach Greswell 

Saturday Jaly 1 Beal Bloxam Borrer Goldschm 

COURT OF APPEAL. 

rrisity Srrrines, 1911 

nued fre page 587.) 
Phe ‘pp i er Business proposed to be taken will, from time 
to time, be annou 1 im the Daily Cause List 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1911. 

Goelit The Mayor, & of the Metropolitan Borough of Holborn 
appl of pltff from judgt of Justices Ridley and Channell, dated 
Marel 1911 MI h 17 

Anglo-Continental, & Co, ld and ors v (McCreath & Sons appl of 
pitfis fron wict of Mr Justice Serutton, without a jury, Middle 
ex, dated Ja 9, 1911 March 17 

Marshall v The Licensing Justices of the East Castle Ward Petty 
Sessional Divis of the county of Northumberland appl of applt 


Hamilton and 
before June 20) 
(Surveyor of Taxes) 


from order of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices 
dated Jan 19, 1911 February 1 (s 0 not 


The Lanston M tvpe Corpn Id v Anderson 


ippl of applts from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton (Revenue Side), 
dated Feb 15, 1911 March 22 
Mahoney v R Johnson Id appln of deft for judget or new trial on 


ippl from verdi " dated March 1, 1911, at trial before 
Mr Justice A T Lawrence and a special jury Salford Mar 23 
Attorney-CGen The Caledonian Ry Co appl of defts from jud 


V gt of 
Mr Justice Bray dated March 16, 


1911 (so for day 


Side 


to be fixed March 1 
Watson v Benjami ppln of deft for judgt or new trial on appk 
from verdict and judgt, dated March 21, 1911, at trial before Mr | 


. 
Ju e Lawrance and a special jury. Middlesex March 28 


Skene The Midland Rv Co and imes R Howard appli of pltfft for | 
idut or new trial or ippl from =aall t and judgt, dated Feb 27, | 
1911, at trial before Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middle 
Marc} ’ 
Wil v Spiegel appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bucknill. | 
wl it a yur Middlesex, dated March 22, 1911 March 31 
Thomis v The Holt Brewery Co ld appin of defts for judgt or new 
trisl on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 22, 1911, at trial 
before Mr Justice Bray and a special jury, Birmingham April J 
Clements v Unie Motor Cab Co Id appln of defts for judgt or new | 
trisl on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 30, 1911. at trial | 
before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex April 1 
In the Matter of an Issue between Corfic ~~ and King Farlow appl of | 
pitif from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, | 
dated March 16, 1911 April 1 , 
In the Matter of the London Building Act, 1904, and In the Matter of | 
Arbitration between London, Gloucestershire and North Hants | 
Dairy Co and Morley & ayer ld and ors appln of defts from | 
judgt of Justices wniitienes re and Bankes, dated Mar 21, 1911 April 4 | 


Browne v 
Channell, 


Black appl of pltft from 
dated March 10! 1911 


judgt of Justices Ridley and 


April 5 


enitiine vy Muff and ors applm of defts for judgt or new trial on appl 


from verdict and judgt, dated March 24, 1911, at trial before Mr 
Justice Avory and a special jury, Leeds April 5 
Cunis v McKnight appln of deft for judgt or new trial on ap vl from 


1911, at trial before Mr 
April 6 

London and Brazilian Bank ]d 
Scrutton, without a jury, 


dated March 29, 

Middlesex 

Auversoise and anr v 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Middlesex, dated March 24, 1911 April 6 

Kingsmill v French appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated March 23, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Pickford and a common jury, Middlesex April 6 

David Allen & Sons ld and ors v Illingworth appln of deft for judgt 
er new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated March 23, 1911, 
at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a jury, Middlesex 
April 6 

Lu cde V Th 


verdict and judgt, Justice 
Darling and a special jury, 


Société Coloniale 


special 


defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
and cross-notice by 


omas and ors appl of 


Coleridge, without a jury, Cardiff, respt, dated 
April 13, 1911, dated March 10, 1911 April 7 

Colden hr na ng Co ld v Carrington & Dewhurst Id appln of 
defts for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated 
March 11, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a common 
jury, Salford April 7 

Hughes v Provincial Motor Cab Co ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr 


al jury, Leeds, dated March 28, 1911 April 11 


Justice Avor Vv, speci 


McRae vy Penman appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated April 5, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice 
Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex April 12 
Mead v Ball appl of pltff from judgt of The Lord Chief Justice, without 


dated Feb 16, 1911 Apri] 12 
Asylum appl of deft from judgt of Mr. Justice 
a jury, Manchester, dated April 1, 1911 April 13 


jury, Middlesex, 
“bd rton v Winwick 
Grantham, without 





Ridgi i v Lord Shrewsbury and anr appl of pltff from judgt of Mr 
Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 4, 1911 
April 13 


Ingall 
Divisional Court), 


appl of deft from judgt of 


Friendly Society of Ironfounders v 
dated March 15, 


Justices Phillimore and 
1911 April 15 

Dorman, Long & Co ld vy Henry 
Mr Justice Channell, without 


Bankes 


Willcock appl of deft from judgt of 
a jury, Middlesex, dated Jan 350, 1911 


\| ril 20 

Jones v Royal London Insce Soc ld and J Price appln of defts from 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April ‘2. 
1911, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middle- 
sex April 22 . 

Brice Surveyor of Taxes) v Northern Assurance Co (Revenue Side appl 
of respts from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, dated 


Mar h 30, 1911 May 3 
irp appl of deft from judgt of Justices 
4 Section. dated April 11,1911 May 3 


Phillimore,. Han 


( } Sha 


Bur lett v Horne and anr appln of deft, F W Horne, for judgt or 
new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 12, 1911, at 
trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury, Middlesex May 5 


appl of applicant from judgt of 
1911 May 4 


Surveyor of Taxes) 


dated March 30 


Brown v Burt 
Mr Justice Hamilton, 


Ellis v Banyard appl of deft from judgt of Justices Phillimore and 
Horridge, dated April 27, 1911 May 8 

The Liverpool, London and Globe Insce Co (applts) v Charles Edmund 
Bennett, respt (Surveyor of Taxes, Revenue Side) appl of applits from 
judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, dated March 30, 1911 May 10 


Lloyd and anr appl of deft, W E Lloyd, from judgt of Mr 
without a jury,Middlesex, dated April 7, 1911 May 11 
appl of deft from judgt of Justices Pickford and 


Godse ll V 
Justice Scrutton, 
Mentors ld v Evans 


Lush, dated May 8, 1911 May 12 

Hilo Manufacturing Co Id v Williamson appln of deft for judgt or new 
trial on app from verdict and judgt, dated May 1, 1911, at trial 
before Mr Justice Channell and a special jury, Middlesex May 12 


Hunt v Rose and anr appl of pltff from judgt of Justices Bray and 
Coleridge, dated May 2, 1911 May 15 


Glasse v Patent Lightning Crusher Co appln of pltff for judge or new 


trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 5, 1911, at trial 
before Mr. Justice Scrutton and a common jury, Middlesex May 16 

Ronald v John Bull ld and ors appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 11, 1911, at trial befor Mr 
Just Darling and a special jury. Middlesex May 17 

Humphries v Humphries appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Ridley, 
vithout a jury, dated March 11, 1911 May 17 

In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889, and In the Matter of an 
Arbitration between John Lang and the Crude Rubber Washing Coe 
ld appl of the Crude Rubber Washing Co from judgt of Justices 
Pickford and Lush, dated May 4, 1911 May 18 

Thomas Free v The Urban District Council of Sutton (Surrey) app! 
pitff for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Ma 
15, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a special jury 
Middlesex, and cross-notice by defts, dated May 22, 1911 — 18 

The Mayor, &c, of the Borough of Derby v Pes gg & Ellam Jones ld 
appl of defts from judgt of Justices Bray and Coleridge, dated May 5 
1911 May 22 


The Continental Petroleum Co v Meade King, Robinson & Co appl o 
pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Scrutton, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated Feb 23, 1911 May 22 














appl 
Mr 


rom 


istice 
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nil 15 
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trom 
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vy 11 
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new 
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new 
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Jue 24, 191t. 


Norvell vy Taylor and ors -appln of defts, The City of Monte Video 
Public Works Corpn ld, for judgt or new trial. on appl from verdict 
and judgt, dated May 18, 1911, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance 


and a special jury, Middlesex May 23 
Downing v Easton & Fenner appln of defts for judgt or new trial on 
appl trom verdict and judgt, dated May 22, 1911, at trial before Mr 
Justice Bray and a common jury, Middlesex May 23 
Rea Transport Co ld vy Stearns appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 16, 1911 May 26 
appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, 
May 26 (8 0 till after 


Same v Bowring 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 16, 1911 
judgt in No 79) 

Jo re an Arbitration between Mocatta and The Franco- Br tish Exhibition 
Incorporated appl of The Franco British Exhibition Co from judgt 
f Mr Justice Bray on a special case, dated May 10,1911 May 26 

Marcovitch v Liverpool Victoria Friendly Soc appl of pltff from judgt 
of Justices Bray and Coleridge, dated May 12, 1911 May 26 

The National Telephone Co Id v His Majesty’s Postmaster-General 
app! or respt from judgt ol Mr Justice A T Law rence, The Hon A E 
Gathorne-Hardy and Sir James Woodhouse (Railway and Canal Com 
missioners), dated May 29, 1911, and cross-notice of appeal by applts, 
dated May 29, 1911 May 29 (for June 14, by orden 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Bradley and the Essex and 

Accident and Indemnity Soc ld appl of the Society from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bray, on a special case, dated May 29, 1911 May 29 

Wixon and ors v Thomas appl of respts from judgt of The Lord Chief 
Justice and Justices Pickford and Lush, dated May 19, 1911 May 29 

Brice v The Ocean Ac dent and Guarantee Corpn Id appl of respts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
March 30, 1911 May 29 

Travers v The London General Omnibus Co Id appln of defts for judgt 
or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt lated May 17. 1911. at 
trial before Mr Justice Bray and a common jury, Middlesex May 30 

Chetwynd v Seth Smith Bros appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice 
\ T Lawrence, without a jury, Middlesex, dated May 19, 1911 
May 31 

Ogden v Dymock 
verdict and judgt, dated May 13, 1911. at trial 
Avory and a common jury, Middlesex May 31 

The Services Co (London) Id v Scott Engineering Co ld appl of pltffs 
from judgt of+«Mr. Justice Coleridge, without a jury, Middlesex, 
dated May 15, 1911 May 31 

McRae v Penman (Gee & Sheen 3rd parties ppl of Gee from judgt of 
Mr Justice Lawrance, without a jury, Middlesex, dated April 6, 1911 
June 2 

Northfield SS Co ld v Compagnie Lt nion des Gaz appl of deft from 
judgt of Mr Justice Hamilton, without a jury, dated May 25, 1911 
June 3 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY 
DIVISION (ADMIRALTY). 
With Nautical Assessors 
(Final List.) 
1911] 

Calyx—1911—Folio 4 The Owners, Master and Crew of 
Tug Roman and ors v Owners of Steamship Calyx, her cargo and 
freight (salvage) appl of pltffs from judgt of The President, dated 
Dec 21, 1910 (so till further order) Jan 7 

Lunesdale—1911—Folio 113 The Lancashire and Liverpool Shipping 
Co ld v Commrs and Trustees of the Port of Lancaster, The Lunes 
dale (damage to berth) appl of defts from judgt of The President, 
dated Jan 51, 1911 Feb 25 

Morayshire—1911—Folio 68 and 82 (consolidated) The Owners of the 
Steamship Axwell v Owners of Steamship Morayshire (damage) 
appl of pitffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated 
March 3, 1911 March 20 

Seacombe—1911—Folio 188 The Owners of the Barge Dolly and her 
Master and Crew, suing for their lost effects, and Owners of Cargo 
and Freight v Owners of Steamship Seacombe (damage) appl of 
pitffis from judgt of Mr Bargrave Deane, dated March 22, 1911 
April 8 

Alsterdamm—1908—Folio 342 The 
H ill v. Owners of the Barque Alsterdamm (damave) appl of defts 
from judet of Mr Justice Bargrave Ds dated Jan 25, 1911 
April 19 

Highland Loch—1911—Folio 37 The Owners of the Ketch Frances \ 
The Owners of the Steamship Highland Loch (damage) appl of 
defts from order of The President, dated May 11, 1911 May 30 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION 


(Inte rl 


Suffolk 


appln of pitff for judgt or new trial on appl from 
before Mr Justice 


the Steam 


cutory List.) 

1910. 

Reeder v Cooper appl of Curtis and ors from order of Mr Justice 
Coleridge, dated April 14, 1910 (so liberty to apply) April 16 

1911 


Essayan v Gulbenkian appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Hor 
ridge, dated Feb 18, 1911 
be mentioned) Feb 24 
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Owners of the Barque Haddon | 


(Three Judges to hear this Appeal—to | 








Clark v Forster Same v Same Forster v Aldridge In re H Forster 
expte J Jackson Clark, in Bankruptcy) appl of applicant, H W 
} order of Mr Justice Ridley, d ited Ie b 20, 1911 part 

rd Feb 25 so till tte tion before Parker, J) 

New Fenix Compagnie Anot d’Assurance de Madrid v General 

cide1 and Life Assce Corpn ld appl of defts from order of 
Mr Justice A T Lawrence, dated April 29, 1911 May 6 

Martin v Holroyd & Pope appl of deft Holroyd from order of Mi 

I 


Just Ridley, dated May 9, 1911 part heard May 12 Same v 
Same ppl of deft Pope fi rder of Mr Justice Ridley, dated 
May } 1911 pat heard M i 12 sO Prinity, first day, some 
cS ryt ) 

Walther v The Marlborough Theatre, London, ld appl of pltff from 
order Mr Justice Hamil without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
M ll M 16 

Knay Harve ippl pltfi rder of Mr Justice Ridley, dated 


In rE THt WorkKMEN’sS ( NSATION 1 1906 
(From County Court 
1910 
D sv lu Plymouth Collier ippl of appli from vard of 
County Court (Glamorgar Merthyr Tydfil dated J 23, 1910 
July 5 till after de 1 House of Lords in “ Pope v Hill’ 
Plyn th Collieries 
1911 
God v The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty appl of appli 


cant from award of county court (Hampshire, Portsmouth), dated 
Feb 16, 1911 so for Att rney-Gen) March 8 
, 


sand Cold appl of respts from award of County 
hire, Hyde), dated Feb 25, 1911 (so not be e June 19 


appl of respts from award of County 

eds), dated March 17, 1911 April 6 

} ppl of applicant from award of 
Swansea), dated Feb 2 1911 

Thomas v C ry Bros & Co ld appl of ipplic int from award f County 
Court (Glamorganshire, Bridgend), dated March 25, 1911 April 13 


Noden v Galloways Id appl of respts from award of Cou Cou 
(Lar hire, Manchester), dated March 28, 1911 Ay 15 

Brooks v Andrew K les & Sor ld apl of respts from a rd of 
County ( irt (Lane whire, Salford), dated March 27, 1911 April 13 

Adar y Thompson and ant ppl of respts from a 1 of County 


sancashire, Liverpool) d March 24, 1911 April 13 
Weighill v Consett Ir Wor ld appl of applicant from ard of 
, ; ha dated March 31, 1911 April 19 
Hou f Lords in ‘* Barn 


till rd i Numuery 
( ery ( ) 

Griff N Naviga ( r (1889) ld apy pplicant 
t! rd . % 1 ( ‘ i Bi i lated 
March 30, 1911 April 20 

Heale v Vickers, Son & Maxim ppl of respts fron vard of County 
Court (Kent, Dartford), dated April 5, 1911 April ) » till 
No 14 disposed of 

Bart é Same ippl of re from award r t ( irt 
(Ker Dartford dated Apr », 1911 April 20 so tl N 14 
disposed of) 


Phillips v Same appl of respts from award of County Court (Kent 
Dartford), dated April 5, 1911 April 20 

Barrett Barrett & Power appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, Shoreditcl dated April 4, 1911 April 20 

The Victor Mills ld v Shackleton ppl of respt from award of County 
Court (Lancashire Asht inder-Lyne), dated April 6 1911 
April 7 

Richard v Owners of e SI A vonmort ippl of respts from 

rd of County Court (Durham, West Hartlepool), dated April 7, 


Williams v The Brynddn ¢ ry Co ‘appl of respts from rd of 


Count Court (Glamorganshire Bridgend dated April 8, 1911 
\pr 

Hoar Ard & Hf | ! of reaspt from a ra ( int 
( ‘ \W lawortl dated April 10, 1911 Ap 0g ° 

The Sout Faster and Chat m R Com] ‘ lana ment Com 
miitte | I] ppl of respt from award of County ¢ rt (Surrey, 
: I 1 Mar 13, 1911 April 29 

Curti Talbot and or ippl of applicants from a rd of County 
Court \\ estershire Kiddern ster dated April 11 1911 Ma l 

Fur | Johnson's Irot 1 Steel ¢ ld appl of respts from 
award of County Court Staffordshire, West Bromwicl dated 
April 11, 1911 May 2 

Parker v Pont appl of applicant from award of County Court (Kent, 
Canterbury), dated April 22, 1911 May 12 

Smith National Provincial T Corpn ld appl of applicant from 


award of County Court (Worcestershire, Dudley dated May 2. 

1911 ‘May 13 

Dunn v Same appl 
cestershire, Dudley), 


of applicant from award of County Court (Wor- 
dated May 2, 1911 May 13 
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Swinbank v Bell Bros Id 
Court (Durham, Durham), dated April 24, 1911 


appl of applicant from award of County 
May 13 





Perry & Co (Bow) ld v Lacey appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Surrey, Southwark), dated April 6, 1911 (security ordered) 
May 15 

Hoare v Owners of Bar Cecil Rhodes appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Kent, Faversham), dated April 24, 1911 May 16 

Homer ( } ] r appl of respts from award of County Court 
Wore er re dated May 2, 1911 May 16 

I v O Ship Be | r ppl of respts from award of 
( Court (S tshire, Brie iter), dated April 28, 1911 

] ( | ppl respt fy ind of ( int 
( La . rd), dated May 5, 1911 M 0 

Ii p ! ‘ ipplicant from a rd of County Court 
L, ishire, Live dated May 4, 1911 May 23 

] rt Owner f Steamship Minnesota appl of applicant from 

rd of County Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated May 19, 1911 
\l ) 
Edmond ld Parker ppl of respt from award of C inty Court 
Middles Edn dated May 25, 1911 May W | 

J I S 1 Colliery Co ld appl of respts from award of 
( t ( t (slat rt shi P ntvpr dd dated M ry 13, 1911 
J l 

Sinclair Tewkesbury Rural District Council appl of respts from 

ra f County Court (Gloucestershire, Te vkesbury dated May 


Harding v Express Dairy Cold appl of applicant from award of 
( ty Court (Middlesex, Bloomsbury), dated May 22, 1911 June 2 
Braithwaite & Kirk v James Cox appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Staffordshire, West Bromwich), dated May 16, 1911 June 3 
N.B I hove list cont s Chancery, Palatine and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocut y Appeals, &c., set down to June 3, 1911. 


Winding-up Notices. 
niom Gazette,—Fatpay, June 1 


I 
JOINT B8TOCK COMPANIES 
Limitep tw Caanczry. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette,—Faipay. June 9, 


AMERICAN SKATING RINK Co (FRANKFORT A/M) LD. 
TALBOT SYNDICATE LTD. 

DUNS¥FORD, LTD. (Amalgamation). 

CHENARD WALCKER MoToRS, LTD. 

PEEL MANUFACTURING Co (BURNLEY), LTD. 


| East Coast ENGINEERING AND SHIP ReEPAtIRinG Co, LTD. 


KAPSALLS, LTD 

PETROZONE, LTD. 

KALI SELOGIRI SYNDICATR, LTD. 

JENKINS, GOUNDRY & CO., SHIPPING CHEMISTS, LTD. 
LAURIE & MARNER, LTD. 

PRESTKA MINES LTD 

LONDON AND COUNTIES RINKING, LTD. 

RHAYADER GRANITE QUAKRIES, LTD. 

LONDON ZAMBESIA SYNDICATE, LTD. 

G. D. WeestTeR & Son, LTD 

ANGLO-MAIKOP CORPORATION, LTD. (Reconstruction). 
LA MARTONA RUBBER ESTATES, LTD. 

Cc. E. Brooks & Co., Ltp 

Joun Gravy, Lip. 

ARKINSTALL BR’ S., LTD. 

ARMOUR PLATE (COWPER-COLES PATENTS), LTD. 


London Gazette.—Tvrspay, Jun? 13. 


LAKE View ConsoLs, LTD. 

Timotuy Jones & Co, LTD, 

GREAT EASTERN, LONDON SURBURBAN TRAMWAYS AND OMNIBUS Co, LTD. 
MIPLAND GLASS MaNUFACTURBERS’ MUTUAL INDEMNITY Co, LTD. 
Homes Supply TRADERS ASSOCIATION, LTb. 

PALL MALL LAND AND FINANCE CORPORATION. 

GILFACH ANTHRACITE COLLIERIE®, LTD. 

Swiss LAUNDRIES, LTD. 

WOKING LIBERAL CLUB BUILDING Co, Lrp. 

ENGINEERS STANDARDIZED PUBLICATIONS ASSOCIATION, LTD. 
CENTRAL AND SOUTH LoNDON Motor Co, LTD. 

UNITED CoUNTY THEATRES, LTD. 

HERMITAGE BAY SYNDICATE LTD. 

ORLENTAL CONCES3IONS LTD. 

LIVERPOOL GAS FITTINGS Co, LTD 

RED JACKET STEAMSHIP Co, LTD 

STONWOOD FIREPROOF FLOORING Co, LID. 

ALASKAN TWIN CREEK EXPLORATION Co, Lrp. (Amalgamation) 
ALASKA EXPLORATION Co, LTD. (Amalgamaticn) 

MoNOPLANS HANKIOT Co, LTD. 

MORAVA SYNDICATE, LTD. 


London Gazette.—Fatpay, June 16. 


R. G. TICKLE & Son, LTp 

BANK Top LAUNDRY, LTD, 

GUILDFORD ROLLER SKATING Co, LTD, 
PRALL & DAVIES, LTD. 

‘SILENT " AUTOMOBILE SYNDICATE, LTD 
NORWICK STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 

ANNUAIRE ORIENTAL AND PRINTING Co, LrD. 
FaRRANTS & Co, LTD, 

KELYNACK TIN Mink, LTD 


| ELSWICK AUTOCARS, LTD. 


PROVINCIAL RINK Co, LTD. 
BUSINESS Press, LTp. 


| RUBBER CORPORATION OF BRAZIL, LT 


AMERICAN FI TRAl ( La Petn for winding up, presented June 15, directed | 

{ be heard June Crafter . Co, Vernon House, Sicilian av, Bloomsbury 
wa for the petoer Not appearing must reach the above named not late: 

bat ee ie conan j 

BENJAMIN THORN ¥, 1 Creditors are required, on or before July 7, to send their 
nam san] addcre ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Thomson 
Heselto 1, 9, Market st, Bradford. Watson & Co, Bradford, solors for liquidator 

Cakpir BANK, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 13, directed to be heard 
June 27. Hargreaves & Joblio Stone bldgs, Lincoln's inn fields, solors for the 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach tue above named not later than 6 ocleck 
in the afternoun of Jun 

Fors 3UG\R AND DerveLorpmenT Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before 
June 24, tosend in their names and ad tresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Joho Edward Darker Barker, 5, Harrington st, Liverpool. Bader, solor, Liverpool 

Fyipe Vacuom CLEANERS, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 13, directed to be 
heard at the Seasi liall, Lancaster rd, Preston, June at 10 Ascroft & Co, Old 
ham, selors f petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later 
than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jane 26 

C(HUARANTERD PusLic WORKS LTtp—Petn for winding up, presented June 12, directed 
to be heard June 2 MeKeona & Co, 41 to 34, Basinghall st, solors for petners. Notice 
of appearing must rea the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
June 2 

LA MARTONA RuspeR Esrares, I (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 
before July to send their names and addresses and the particulars of their debts 
to Josep: George Coldwells, 348, Winchester House, Old Broad st Mills & Co, 


Qaeces Vict ria st, solera to th iquidator 


NATIONAL FooTsiLiLers CLUB, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented June 13, directed 
to be heard Jun 4 Beckingsale & Co, 34, Copthall av, solors for the petner 
Notice of pearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon « if Jun 

NEW SOUTHERN RUBBER ( Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 13, directed to 
be heard June Rose-Innes & Co, Billiter Square bidgs, solors to petner. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of June 26 

Nontu Levayt & Grevor, Lto—Cre litors are required, on or before July 11, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of theirdebts or claims, to Edward 
James Andre ws London Wall bidgs, liquidator 

NoatH NILE VALLEY, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION) reditors are required on or before July 14, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


Ronald Hamilton Walker, 63, Coleman st, liquidator 

NURVA Es°RRANZA GOLD MINES, Ltp (18 Liqguip ittios)—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 31, tosend their names and addres:es, and the particulars of their 
debts or cla'ms, to Henry Parker Creasey, 10, Finsbury eq, liquidator 


Pixe, Berwick & Kine, Lrp—Petn for win ling up, presented May 20, directed to 
be heard June 27 Eecles & Co, 3, Verulam bligs, Grays ina, solors for the petners 
Notl of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of J une Le 

QuEr Gu Private Hore, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 26, to 
send in their names and addresses, with particulars of tneir debts or claims,to James 
Alexander Tinling, 6¥, Terminus rd, Eastbourne, liquidator 
SILENT AUTOMOBILE SYNDICATE, Ltp —Creditors are required, on or before July 17, t 
seud thier names and addresses, and the pirticulars of their debts and claims, to Ralph 
Nye, 6, Old Jewry, liquilato 


YSbORot 


SPARVELL & Co, Lrp —Peta for wiading up, presented April 10, directed to be heard 
at the Public Hs all, Godalming, June 28 at 11.30 Lovell & White, 1, Snow hill, solors 
for the petners Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six 

o'clock in the afterneon of June 2 








BoSACOORD LAUNDRY (LONDON), LTD 

COLNE STEAM SHIPPING Co, LTb. 

Hore BANDEAU, LID. 

TREGIDDEN Datry Co, LTD. 

RopeErRS, LTD 

Nortn Levant & GEEVOR, LTD. 

FoRMOSA SUGAR AND DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


June 27 and July.—Messrs. Haszops, Lrv., Freehold Residential Estates, Reti- 
dences, &c. (see advertisement, page v, May 20). 

July 4 and 18—Messrs, Depenuam, Tewson, Ricaarpsow, & Co, at the Mart, 
at 2: Residences, Leasehold Ground Rents, Freehold Properties, Residences, Ground 
Rents, Residential Properties and Freehold Estate (see advertisement, pages iv and v, 
May 20). 

July 5.—Messrs, Baxren Payne & Lerrer, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residential 
and Bailding Estate (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Ri 5.—Messrs. Epwix Fox, Bovsrie.p, Buawerrs, & Bappe.er, at oo Mart, at 

: Freehold Residence and Buildings (see advertisement, back page, June 10 

July 10.—Mesars. Hoaws & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and | roche oc Shops 
and Residences (see advertisement, back page, this week), 

July 11,—Messers. Darver, Jonas & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
(eee advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 11.—Messre. Dovetas Youme & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rents, Shops, Freehold Residences, &c., and Freehola Residential Estate (see adver- 
tisement, e ii, May 20, and back page, June 10). 

Jaly 11 essrs, WEATHERALL & Gnueew, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property (se 
aivertisement, back page, June 10), ; 

July 19. —Messrs. Rusaworta & Baows, at the Mart, at 2: Business Premises 
(sxe advertisement, page iii, May 20). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazett:.—Fatpay, Jane 9 
Howrymay, Joszreu, Hutton Baty: x Yorks, Butcher July = Honeyman v Eyre 
Swinfen Eady and Neville, JJ Bowes- Wilson, Middiesb 
Poous, Josurs, Maimesbury Jaly 13 Somers v Poole, Wertanaen and Parker, JJ 
Moir, Malmesbury 
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London Gazette,—Farpay, June 16, 


Borroutay, Witt Henry, Bradford July 12 Bennett vy Brown, Swinfen Eady and 
Neville, JJ Rawnsley, Bradford ; 
Canwxetz, Ropzrr Freater, Langhsm st July 18 Ross v Carnegie, Eve,J Bright, 
jeorge st, Mansion House . 

Drxox, Epwis Jou, St Altavs villas, Highgate rd June 28 Phe Public Trustee v 
Dixon and Others, Master Joseph Chitty Smyth, Aldersgate st 

Jayxins, Rezs, Tilley st, Spitalfields, Cowkeeper July 17 Jenkins v Jenkins, 
Warrington and Parker, JJ Harrison. Raymond bidgs, Gray's inn 

Keer, Ropest Morvratr, Hahfax, York, Solicitor July 19 Kerr v Kershaw, Judge in 
Chambers, Royal Courts Clarkson, Halifax 


—_——— 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35 
Last Day or Ciam™. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 1€. 

ATTFIELD, Professor JoHN, FRS, Watford, Herts July 17 Camp & Co, Watford 
Breeton, MARY ANN, Glemsford, Suffolk, Beerhouse Keeper July 1 Bates & Wells, Sud- 

bury. Suffolk 
CARTER, FRANCIS, Liverpool July 15 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
CLARK, CHARLES, Wolverhampton, Coach Builder July17 Fowler & Wright, Wolver- 

hampton 


i 
Circe, ANN, Rochdale July 15 Standring & Co, Rochdale 
Connor, MARY Drxon, Hollingbourne, Kent July 26 Pennington &%Xon, Lincoln's inn 

| 


fields 

CROFTON, FANNY EMELIA, Cheltenham July 28 Winterbotham & Co, Cheltenham 

EVANS, MARY ELIZABETH, Acocks Green, nr Birmingham Ju'y 28 Winterbotham & | 
Co, Cheltenham | 

FARMER, CAROLINE ELIZA, Kingston, Surrey July 15 Sherwood & Co, Kingston on 
Thames 

FRARNLEY, CAROLINE, Bushey Heath, Hertford July 17 Camp & Co, Watford 

FRETWELL, ALBERT EDWARD, East Southsea, Hants July 13 Trigzs & Co, Guildford 

HAGUE, FRANCES, Haughton, Lancaster July 20 Drinkwater, Hyde 

HALE, MARY JANE, Weston super Mare Ju'y 17 J H & F W Bere, Weston super 
Mare 

HART, ALFRED ERnest, Chelsfield, Kent July 10 Weller, Bromley, Kent 

Hossoy, Jon, Sheffield, Moulder July 29 Clegg & Sons, Sheffield | 

HOLMES, ANDREW, Eccleshill, Bradford, Waste Dealer July 29 Gaunt & Co, Bradford 

JoHNSON, BENJAMIN, Sheffield, Ironmonger Jaly 20 Kesteven, Sheffield | 

JoLurre, ANNE, Little Waltham, Essex July 16 Duffield & Son, Chelmsford | 

Lams, WILLIAM, Court Htll rd, Lewisham August 1 Laytons, Budge row | 

LAURENCE, CLARA 1 HEODORA EMILY, Sundridge, Sevenoaks July 7 Grover & Son, 
Kiog's Bench walk | 

LAWMAN, SAMUEL, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Corndealer July 14 E& J Mote, South eq, 
Gray's inn | 


Louis, ADOLPH HENRY, Queen's mans, Frook Greep, Hammersmith July 22 Upton, 
Fleet st 

MARK, HERBERT, High st, Camden Town, Draper July 17 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 

MARSDEN, SARAH, Elland, Upper Edge, wk July 9 Parber & Jessop, Brighc use 


METCALPE, ISABELLA, West Hartle i July <0) Kemundson & Gowland, Masham 
RS, Yorks 
Moore, THOMAS, Thringstone, Leicester, Beerhonse Keeper July 1 Sharp & Lan 


caster, Coalville 

PALK,. RHERECE WILLIAMS, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Chartered Accountant July 17 
Foster & Co, Birmingham 

PENSON, MARIA LRY, Plymouth August! Gard, Devonport 

PIRRREPOINT, JouN THOMAS, Huntingdon rd, East Finchley July 31 Wedlake, Pank 
chmbrs, Finsbury Park 


POLLITT, MARY ANN, Rochdale July 1 Standring & Co, Rochdale 


RREVE, JAMES WILLIAM, Bassett, Hants July 28 Worrell & Son, Coleman st 

ROGERS, FRANCES MATILDA, Heavitree, Devon July 15 J & 8 P Pope, Exeter 

Root, JOHN, Westcliff on Sea July °5 Easton & Fon, Queen Victoria st 

SETON-KARR. WALTER Sootr, Lowndes sq July 15 Gordon, Golten sq 

SEYM UR, ISABELLA, Upper Brook st August! Chester & Co, Bedford row 
SHEPHERD, JOHN, West Hartlepool, Warehouse Foreman July 15 Bell, West Hartlepool 
SILLITOR, KATE HARRIET, Great Yarmouth July 10 Holder & Wood, Cheapside 


SMITH, CLARA, Newcastle upon Tyne, Milliner July 24 Penson, Newcastle upcn Tyne 
SMITH, WILLIAM, Margate July i2 Needham & Co, Hloomsbury sq 


| SPENCER, WILLIAM, Beverley, Yorks Aug lt Crust & Co, Beverley 


STAHLSCHMIDT, ERNEST EDWIN, Great Portlandst July 21. Druces & Atlee, Billiter sq 

STEAD, MARGARRT, Burley io Wharfedale, York July 22 Ldmurdson & Gowland 
Masham, KO, York 

STUBB, LAUNCELOT HENLOcK Ascovan, Middle Temple In, Middle Temple July 10 
Lonsiale & Everidge, Adam st. Adelphi 

TANNER, JOHN HAMMET, Newport, Barnstaple, Devon, Tailor Aug 381 Hopper, Barn 


at ple 

PHOMPSON, GEORGIANA MARY, Crosby, nr Liverpool July 31 Eskrigge & Roby, Liver 
pool 

TITCHM ‘RSH, JOHN FREDERICK, Tpswich July 12 Kersey, Ipseich 


TURNER, + DWIN, King’s Heath, Worcester, Metal Worker July 17 Adcock & Simmon 
Birm ngham 


UTTING, ELIZABETH , Whitwick, Leicester July 16 Bailey, Leicester 
| WALKER, INCHES CAMPBELL, Victoria st July 15 Rameaden & Co, Gracechurch at 
WALL, JOHN ERNEST, Birmingham July 31 Large & Major, Leamington Spa 


WATTS, WILLIAN, Coburg pl, Bayswater rd July 17 Peacock & Goddard, South 1 
Gray's jan 

WEATHERSTON, JoskPH, Berwick upon Tweed July 18 Senierson & Weatherhead, 
Berwick upon Tweed 

WEBBER MARY Rowe, Clifton, Bristol July 16 Harwood & Co, Brh to 

WILDGOOSE, GEORGE, Dronfield, Derby, Nureeryman Aug 15 Lucas & Padhy, Shef 


field 
WILLIS, DAviD, Cornhill, Insur:nece Broker Ju’y 31 Simpson & ¢ Gracechure® st 
Woob, JoHN WILLIAM, Bradf rd, Insura Traveller July 17 Bearder, Bradford 
WoRRALL, EMILY ANNE, Bathampton, Bath July 25 Bindloss, Manchester 
WREN, JEMIMA, Croydon July 17 Edridge & Newnham, Croydon 








B k N on Evans, Wittiam Mounrtsnire 

ankruptcy Notices. 

London Gazette.—Fripay, June 16. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


June 13° Ord June 13 
Fitmer, Atsert Epowaarp, 


. k inik u Rochester Pet June 13 Ord June 13 
Arxtysoy, Caaates Peacivat, Heckmondsike, Fellmonger Garex, Eowts Artuva, Bath, Ironmonger Bristol Pet 


Dewsbury Pet Junel4 Ord June 14 

Bacsuaw, Jonx, Mellor, Derby, Butcher Stockport Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 

Brep, Cargistorpagr, Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt Grimsby 
Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Bowsers, Jauzs Epwarp, Ashover, Derby, Grocer Derby 
Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

Brock, Ateert Epwarp, Torquay, Devon, Builder Exeter May 20 Ord June 12 
Pet June6 Ord June 12 Harpinea, Mary Awwa, South I 

Buss, Grorcz, Waliheath, Staffs, Ironmonger Dudley Yeovil Pet June 13 Ord 
Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Capooay, Geratp Oakey, Viscount Caeusea, Park In 
High Court Pet April 28 Ord June 13 

Ctasxe, Jomw Wititamsos, Jons Henny Havers, and 
Loreyzo Tarorattus Samvuet Suarps, Raunds, North 
ampton, Boot Manufacturers Peterborough Pet 
June 12 Ord June 12 

Cross, Artaur, Gt Chesterfield st, Marylebone, Tailor’s 
Catter High Court Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Custer, Tuomas J, Salford, Lancs, Egg Merchant Salford 
Pet May 20 Ord June 13 

Dasrate, Witt1aM Haney, Bilston, Staffs, Manufacturer 
Stourbridge Pet May 19 Ord June 12 

Davies, Hues Ex.is, Corwen, Merioneth, Grocer Wrexham 
Pet June 10 Ord June 10 

Dovenry, Maser Lavra, Nottingham, Stationer Notting- 
ham Pet June 2 Ord June 14 


June 12 Ord June 12 


June 14 
Garritras, Wittiam Powartt, 


Pet June 14 Ord June 14 

May 3) Ord June 14 

Pet Jun: 12 Ord June 12 
Lawtox, Cuargites Groaus, 

Manchester Pet June 13 


Pet May 20 Ord June 10 


Pet June 13 Ord June 13 


Estate Agent Manchester 
Farrevota, Wittiam Coorsr, 


Rochester, Kent 


Gairritus, Faepericx Louis, Erdington, Warwick, Com- 
mercial Traveller Birmingham Pet May 19 Ord tisrort, Emasuet, Parliament «st, Civil Engineer High 


Grocer Edmonton Pet Mar20 Ord June }2 
Gwyss, Kisesuiit Doveras Hoszasos, Bith Bah Pot 


*etherton, Somerset Grover 
June 13 


Jones, Jons Hoon, ‘Bettesda, Carnarvon, Quarrymisn 
Bangor Pet June 12 Ord June 12 
Kisossort, Agruva, Littlehampton, Dairymin Brigh'oa 


Laypsvows, James, Sydenham, 

Greenwich Pet May 13 Ord June 13 
Manchester, Wire Drawer June 12 
Ord June 13 
Lez, Liowet, Windsor ter, City rd, Furrier Bigh Court High Court Pet May 24 Ord June 12 


Lorrnovuse, Witturasm and Jonas Cnarces Lorraovar, 
Sheffi-ld, Mineral Water Manufacturers Sheffield 


, Heaton Moor, nr Stockport Mervs, Witutam, Latop, Beds, Undertaker Luton Pet 


Pet May 25 Ord Jun: 13 June 12 Ord June 12 

Bradfield Colchester Pet Mircueit, Watvacer, Triangle, nr Halifax, Teamer Hali 
fax Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Parker, Witcuram Fraxcis, Birmingham, Fish Sal «man 
Kirmingham Pet June 12 Ord June 12 

Quick, T, Croydon, Licensed Victualler Tunbridge Well 

Pet May 5 Ord June 9 

Reap, James Frepericx, Bethnal Green rd, Butcher 
High Court Pet June 12 Ord June 12 


Butcher 


Court Pet May 9 Ord June 12 

Chase rd, Old Southgate, Rovertrs, Henay Tuomas, Weymouth, Fish Merchant 
Dorchester PetJure 4 Ord June 14 

Tuomas, Rovie and Brotner, Eccles, Lancs, Conn Dealer 
Salford Pet June2 Ord June 14 

Sarrranp, Wavrer Sypvey, and,Wittiam Waire Watanr, 
Northampton, Teather Dressers Northampton Pet 
June 14 Ord June l4 


Hasaxip. Wittiam Taomas, Sibsey, Lines, Tailor Boston | §uira, Heway, Castleford, York, Assistant Checkweighman 


Wakefield Pet June 13 O.d June 13 


Joyxzs, Joun, Swansea, L'censed Victualler Swansea Pet Srewact, Wiittam, Carlisle, Draper Carlisle Pet June 12 


Ora June 12 

Tuowas, Gwityu, Cwmavon, Glam, Collier Neath Pet 
June 4 Ord June 14 

Tutry, Wittram, Water In, Great Tower st. Mica Merchant 
High Court Pet June 13 Ord June 13 

Waker, Lieut-Col J Pynwuirr, Wellington mans, 
Queen's Club gdns High Court Pet May 19 Ord 


) 


Kent, Licenssd Victualler 
Weaver, Atneut Astrry, Angel In, Stratford, Clothier 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 


London Gazette of May 1% 
Witson, Ateert Epwarp, Bedford Park, Chiswick, 


Eowarps, Davipv, Cartref, Pentyrch, Glam, Assistant | Marxiw, Farepeatcx Geoace, Wigmore st, House Decor- Commercial Traveller Brentford Pet April 8 Ord 


Schoolmaster Cardiff Pet Jane 13 Ord June 13 


ator High Court Pet June 14 Ord June 14 May 9 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOonGatTzm 


SrRmumT, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL 





Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


LICENSING MATTERS. 


X | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses fer inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


ea applicetion. 
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Notice substituted for that publish 
London Gazette of June 13; 


Last Cuy , Btokesb Norfol 
Great Yarmouth PetJunelo ( 
FI ! MEETINGS 


y, Labourer 


A 


| aw W ! A 
Northampton 
I ade, Northar 
Maxpes 
Ira 
i n* 


tit 
Maen 


Hou 

, Carey st 
nr Halfax, Tea 
I’re ttet, Halif 


ed in the Hasewtr, Witttam Taomas, Sibsey, Lincs, Tailor Boston 
~A Pet June 14 Ord June 14 
k. Mark-t | Meweerr, Gronce Farpeaick, Staple hill, Glos, Skating 
~ Rink Manager Bristol Pet May 19 Ord June 12 
rd June 10 > 
Ord June 4 

1 “, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Quarryman 

June 27 at ane et June 12 Ord June 12 


(ireat (> l 
Mary's chmbrs, (ireat Grimaby Kixe 1 ive, Littlehampton, Dairyman Brighton 


Ord June 13 

Faeperaick, Goeforth, Timber Merchant 

wn Tyne Pet May 27 Ord June 13 
ritam and Jonw CHanrces I 


rnouer 
Mineral Water Manufacturers Shettield | 


Ord June 12 
und Atvrraep Eowanp Jacksos, Milton at, 
High Court Pet April’ Ord June 1% 
i#, Wigmore st, House Decorator 
It Ord June 14 
Beds, Undertaker Luton Pet 
Com 
«, 191 If ‘ Hua ; warp, East Dereham, Norfolk, 
Pet May 2 Ord June 12 
Merioneth vi , sttace, Triangle, nr Halifax, York, Teamer 


feren Hotel, Halifax Pet June 12 Ord June 12 


Parken, Witstam Faascts, Birmingham, Fish Salesman 
jirmingham Pet June 12 Ord June 13 
Reao, Jawes Faepenice, Bethnal Green rd, Batcher High 
rate Court Pet June lz Ord June 12 
ERT Hene Tuouas, Weymouth, Wholesale Fish 
mer Jon Merchant Dorchester et el Ord June 14 
ux R a, Witiiam Jaue ea), Kent, Tobacco Dealer 


Birmingham, Fish Salesman Canterbury Pet May 24 Ord June 12 


n chmbre, 191, Cory 


theal Green rd, But 
igs, Carey st 
a. P ment sat, Civil Engineer 
fank? { 1 Carey at 
Kilaby, Northampton 


$atll.45 Royal George Hotel, Rugby 
Wirttram, Ca le, Draper June Yiat 


t er at, Cariiael 
Teany, Cuanies Bows Ryorn, Leamington, Ma 
June 2@at li Off Ree, at, Coventr 
Witiram, Water In, Great Tower st, Mica 
» at Bankruptey lige, Carey at 
"HARLE Forest ] ‘ent June “6at 
] rd 
utr, Wellingto 
pat 


ation s Sonorrmso, Wacter Cruement, Sackville st, Piccadilly 
failor High Court Pet May 26 Ord June 13 
her June L anp, Wacrern Stoney and Wittiam Warre Waiont 
Northampton, Leather Dressers Northampton Pet 
June 30 June 14 Ord June 11 
f 1, Hexny, Castleford, York, Assistant Checkweighman 
Bricklayer Wakefiell Pet June 13 Ord June 1% 
rawant, Wittram, Carlisle, Draper Carlisle Pt June 12 
15 ‘ (ord Jane 12 
Mas, (iW Cwmavon, Collier Neath Pet June 14 
nufacturer Ord June '4 
Tivenens, Wiictam Avprew, Carlton House, Regent st, 
Merchant High Court Pet May5 Ord June l4 
Vutta Epwarp James, Little Munden, nr Ware, Herta, 
11.30 132 Nurseryman Hertford PetMay23 Ord June 13 
Weaver, Aven 
n man High Court Pet May 24 Ord June 14 


2 Bankruptcy bidge, | Weinnen Jous, Victoria st, Westminster, Costumier 


High Court Pet May 19 Ord June 10 


Anyel In, Stratford, Clothier | W: ‘, Atneat Epwarp, Bedford pk, Chiswick, Com 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 


st | mercial Traveller Brentford Pet April 8 Ord 


We A.vrer, Caerleon, Mon, Farm Labourer June 2¢ June 12 


t lL Off Ree, 144, Commercial at, Newport 
Witsow, Atorat E At Redford pk, Chisw 


, Mon 
ick, Con 1 Notice substituted for that published in 


mercial Traveller June 28 at 12 14, Bedford row e London Gazette of June 6 : 


ADJIU DICATIONS 
Coantea Pe ‘ H 
1 Pet June lf OF 
J , Mellor, Derbs 
» Ord June 1 

cit ¢ 


nmonger Di 


lerland, Solicitor 
une lf 
sterfield st, Marylebon 
et June | 
‘orwen, Merione 
ham and Liangollen Pet June 
vru, Wiitram( en, bra lfield, 
t Jane 13 Ord June | 
Aterrt Eowarp, Rochester, Kent, 
Rochester Pet June 13 Ord June 13 


( 5. Lauxcecor Dwarnats Lovis, Queen's gate 


High Court Pet April8 Ord June 10 


Uarex, Eowrs Arrauva, Bath, Ironmonger Bristol Pet 


June 12 Ord June 12 


¥ 


Hnarpi~na, Mary Anwa, South Petherton, Somerset, Grocer 


Yeovil Pet June 13 Ord June 15 


Y¥LVAN STRrHEN, Halesowen, Worcester 
Pet June 2 Ord June 2 


ibstituted for that published in the 
lou Gazette of June 13: 


ay Last Comny, Stokesby, Norfolk, Market 
ener Great Yarmouth Pet June 10 Ord June 10 





aes BRAND’S 


ie Al 
: SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 


Butcher 


Aviator 


Sold everywhere. 





202nd Year of the Office. 


—> 











The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 





lasurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 
RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
including ACCIDENTS TO BURGLARY, 





Copard from Pel.ey dared 


Law Courts Branch : 


DOMESTIC SERVANTS. PLATE GLASS. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


A. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 


Hevoes, Farornicx, Lambert rd, North Finchley, Builder | 
et ; 


} 
Asti«y, Angel In, Stratford, Clothier 


BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W. | 


| 








BBR 


By APPOINTMENT 


MAPLE & CO 


FURNITURE 


OFFICES 
AND 


BOARD ROOMS 


AS 
Roll-top Desks 
Writing Tables 
Nests of Drawers 
Revolving Chairs 
Filing Cabinets 
Book-cases and Stands 
Hard-wear Carpets 








always on view at the 
| 


‘|| TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD 


GALLERIES 


Catalogues Free 




















| 





| 


BRIEF CARRIER. 


Various Qualities from 18/6 each. 





WMustrated Liat Free on application. 


| PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 


) FIRE OFFICE) 
POUNDED 1710, 
Baw Gees | ( 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


| ({.REAT WHITE CITY, 


191 & 102, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





{ORONATION EXHIBITION, 


SHEPHERD'S BUSH, W. 
OPEN from 11 am, to 11 p.m, DAILY. 


The largest and most wonderful Exhibition of British 
Art, Science, and Industries represented in a manner 
never before attempted, 

Continuous Concerts by Four famous Military Bands, 
including the Grenadier Guards. Countless and uniq@e 
attractions. Maggie Papakura’s Maoris. The Great 
Bostock Jungle. The hirlpcol, The Cyclone. The 
Boomerang. Tanagre. The Great Mountain Railway, 
&c., &c. 

Season Tickets: 1 guinea, children half-price. Admit 
sion: 1s,, children half-price, Attractions: From 644 
children half-price, 

















British 
manner 





